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Frank M. Hoeye, to he postmaster at P-erry, in the county of 
Dalla and State of .Iowa. 

Lew-I. Sturgis, rto be -postmaster at Oelwein,. in the county -of 
Fayette and State of I.ow:a. . 

''l'homas D. W-a.r.d, to be postmaster at Co11_PUS Christi,. in the 
county rof Nueces and· State of Texas. 

George B. Zimpelman; to be postmaster·atAustin,i:n:the county 
of ~'ravis and: State of. Texas. 

Charles K. Miller, to be postmaster at Athens, in·-the countyof 
Henderson and State of. Texas. . . 

Thomas Breen, to be postmaster at_ Mineola, in the ·county of 
Wood and f;'tate af Texas. 

Hal Singleton, to be postmaster at Jefi'el!son, in the :oounty.of 
1t:f.at:ion -and -state of ·Texas. 

Richard O .. M;isen-er, to·be postmaster at.Hamilton, in the-county 
of Hamilton and State of Texas. 

William L. Lemon, to be postmas-ter·at North Yakima, in the 
county of Y,akima ana State of Washington. 

N. 0 . .Baldwin., to be postmaster. .at Pomeroy~ in the .eonn.ty o~ 
Garfield ·and State of Washington. 

.J . . D. Burns , to be postmaster at 'Tyler, in the e:ou:nty of Smith 
and State· of Texas. · 

F1;ancis M. Barton, to be postmaster a-t Terrell, in· the county 
of Kaufman and State of Texas. 

Lynn G-. 'Thomas, to be postmaster .at Canton, in-the county of 
Bradferd-and. State of Pennsylvania. 

Ira B];own, to be postmaster at ·S-edro-Woolley, in the ·county of 
Skagit and State of Wash:iD.g,ton. 

. 
William F. Hains, te be postmaster at Wilmington, in the 

county of Clinton and State of Ohio. 
.L .. c. :Schultz, to be·:post:tua:stet at Green RiveJ:, in -the C0Unty 

of· Sweetwater and -StAte of .WyomiB:g. 
Stephen Fanner, .to·beJ>ostmaster at-Greenfield, in the county 

of Wealdev and State 0f"Tennessee. . 
J. Watts Kearny, to be postmaster at New Orleans, in the par

ish· 0£ Orleans- and State-of Louisia11a. 
John 'M. Benedict, to be-postmaster at Centralia, in ·the county 

of Lewis and ·state··of Washington. · · 
Drewy W. Rhyne;to be 'PostmasteT at Lexington, :in the connty 

of Holmes and State of Mississippi. 
Louis J. Pi'emas, to be pos-tmaster at Bay St. Lot1is, in the 

county of Hancock and State of Mississippi. 
Charles Lattimore, to be pos-tmaster .at Mllford, in the county 

of Pike and State --of 'Pennsylvania. 
T. A. Cochran; to ·be -pos-tmaster at Apollo, in the county of 

A1·mstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 
Ralph N:Wat~er, jr., to 'be J><'>Stmaste-r at Haverford, in the 

county of M0ntgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 
Abram M. Morrison, to be postmas~T at Ennis, in the county 

of Ellis and State of Texas. 
Carrie E. Hoke, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 

Williamson and.State-of Texas, 
Walter S. Yates, to lJe postmaster at Forney; in the co-unty of 

Kaufman and· State of' Texas. ' 

llOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Eugene E. Robertson, to be postmas-ter ·at Collins, in the·county 

of-Covington and State o'f Mississippi. FRIDAY, Jun-e 27, 1902. 
Maud. Olmsted, to be pGStmaster at Littleton, in the county of The House met at 12 o'c1ock noon . 

.A:t·apahoe and State of Colorado. PI·ayer by the· Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N~ CoUDEN, D. D. 
R. P. Campbell, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in. the county of The Journal of yestel'day~s proceedings was read and approved. 

Chehalis and State of'Washington. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
Charles W. Anderson, to be postmaster at Platte, inthe-eounty A message fr'.om th_e Senate, by Mr. F-ARKINSt>N, , -its a-eading 

of Charles ltlix and State of South Dakota. 
Joshua P. Jessup, t-o be J>Os-tmaster at -Hertford, in the county clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments a 

ef Perquimans· and State of North Carolina. bill of the House (H. R. 15108) making ap.prepriations to supply 
George w. young, tO be ·postmaster at Brevard, ·in the couaty deficiencies in the a_ppropriations for the _fiscal year ending June 

Transylvania and State of North Carolina. 30, 1902, and for pnor )rears, and for other purposes. 
Joel S. Ray, to be postmaster at Arcola, in the county of Doug- GENERAL DEFICmNCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

las and State ~f Dlinois. . · . I -M"T. CANNON. J\Ir. Speaker'· I ask u.nan.im.ous consent to take 
Paul A. F. Walter, to be postmaster at Santa·Fe, mthe,county from the Speaker's table -the bill H. R. !5108, the general de-

-of Santa Fe and Territory of New Mexico. ficiency bill, and ask that the House disagree to all of the Senate 
Chal'les H. Kuester, to be postmaster at N erth Judson, in· the amendments and ask for a conference there0n. 

c0unty of 'Star"ke and State of Indiana. The- SPE.A:KER. The gentleman from lllinois asks unanimous 
Joseph T. Van Gundy, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the e0nsent to take from the Speaker's tt:tble tbe bill H. R. 15108, 

·county of Piatt ·and ·state of lllinois. the general deficiency bill, and that the House disagree to the 
Cassius M. C. Weedman, ·to be postmaster at Farmel' City, in amendments of the Senate ·and ask for a cenference thereon. Is 

the county of De Wiott and State of illinois. there objection? 
William·H. Steen, to bep0stmaster at·Braidwood, iirthe county Mr. ALEXAND'ER. Mr. ·Speak-er, -reserving the right to -ob-

of Will and• State of illinois. ject, I would ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAJ.'TNON] if it 
James Frey, to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the county of goes to ~ conference .at once if he will allow ·a separate vote to 

Dickinson and State·ef'Kansas. be taken upon the Buffalo Exposition amendment when it comes 
William. H. Ellett, to be postma-ster at Eldorade, in. the· county back from conference? 

-of Butler and State of Kansas. Mr. CANNON. Mr . . Speaker, I would say to the gentleman 
Ge01·ge S. Harris, to be pestmaster at Gas City, in the cgunty from New York that I have not the power to deny a separate 

of Grant and State of Indiana. · vote if I would. Now, then, if the Senate is in earnest in placing 
Thomas E. Hurley, to be -postmaster at Minneapo1is, in the on·this amendment for-the Pan-American Exposition, I have no 

.county of Ottawa and State of Kansas. doubt that the- disagreement will be sttbmitted to the Ho-use. I 
Isa-ac B. Davis, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of want to be fair with the gen~leman, and I would state that so far 

Marshall and state of Ka11Bas. as I :am ·concerned as an individual member of the House I am 
Henry L. Henderson, to be postmaster at lola, in the county of agamst the vroposition; but when the disagreement is reported 

Allen and State of Kansas. · the gentleman can make his motion, and if the Senate is in earnest 
Bernard Roddy, to be postmaster at South Amboy, in the about it there-will be a disagreeme-nt if I am one of the confe:rees 

county of Middlesex and State ·of New Jersey. and my brethren agree with me. . 
Louis T. Derousse, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county Mr. ALEXANDER. Then, with the understanding that if it 

of Camden .and State of New Jersey. · -com-es back from .cun:ference there will be an opportunity to take 
Floyd E. Young, to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county a; sepa~rate vote on this amendment---

of Rooks and Stat-e -of Kansas. Mr. CANNON. Why, I could not cut the ·gentleman off from 
Charles E. Sheldon, to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county a separate vote if :I would. 

of Chautauqua and State of New York. . Mr. ALEXANDER. Would the gentleman from lllinois be 
Frank Jones, to be postmaster at Ballston Spa, in the county of willing to consider it now, to ha-ve a vote -taken to agree to the 

Saratoga and State of New 'Yonk. Buffalo amendment? 
Milo B. Greene, to be p ostmaster at Alfred, in the county of Mr. CANNON. ·Th.~ gentleman has that power. I SllllPOSe he 

Allegany and State of New Y01·k. . . could call up any one of these amendments. My judgment is, I 
Mark Sternberger , to be postmaster at Jackson, in the· county would say to him, that there is more expedition in the course 

of Jack on and State of Ohio. that 1: l}ave aSked unanimous consent for. 
J9hn 0. Burton, to be.Postmas~r at -Weldon, in the mmnty of '1\fr. ALEXANDER. Very welL . 

Halifax and State of Nerth Carolina. "MT. CANNON. But that is-only my ·judgment, and the gen· 
George L. Patterson, to beopostmas~r at Concord, in the county -tleman couTd pursu.e.his own course. 

of Cabarrus and State of North Carolina. ·Mr. ALEXANDER. Very well 
William J. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Linto:q, in the county The SPEAKER. Is there. obj:ection to the request wf the gen-

oi Greene and State of Indiana. tleman from lllinois? [After a pause.] The· Chair hears none. 
Ida A. Hew-as, to be postmaste1· at Casper, in the county of The- Chmr· announced the follo;wing conferees on the part of 

Natrona and Stat~ of Wyoming. :the House: Messrs. CANNoN, BAilli-::EY, and LIVING~ON. 
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ELIZABETH A. TURNER. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report 

on the bill ' (S. 58-6) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Turner, and ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report may be dispensed with and the statement be read in its 
place. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a confer
ence report, and asks unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the report and that the statement be read. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is the report about? 
Mr. BROMWELL. A conference report on a pension bill. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, this course will be pur-

sued. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement, to be· found on page 7442. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 

report. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Ohio. 
The question was taken, and the report adopted. 

ADELAIDE G. HATCH. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report 

on the bill (S. 3320) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
G. Hatch, and ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report be dispensed with and that the state;ment be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up the con
ference report and asks unanimous consent that the reading of 

... the l.'eport be dispepsed with and the statement be read. With-
out objection this course will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7442. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 

report. . 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 

report. 
The report was agreed to. 

CLARA W, M'NAill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call. up a conference report 
on the bill (S. 1225) granting an increase of pension to Clara W. 
McNair, and ask unanimous consent that the reading of there
port be dispensed with and that the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. . The gentleman from Ohio calls up a confer
ence report and asks unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report be dispensed with and that the statement be read. With
out ol;>jection, this course will be pursued. 
T~ere was no objection. . 
The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7442. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 

conference report. 
The.SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Ohio_ to agree to the conference report. 
The question was taken, and the report agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, annq__unced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2295) tempo
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil gov
ernment in th~ Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, had 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LODGE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. CULBERSON _as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

CLAYTON P. VAN HOUTEN. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re

port on the bill (S. 5506) granting an increase of pension to 
Clayton P. Van Houten. 

The conference report and statement were read. 
(For conference report and statement see page 7442.) 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BROMWELL, a motion to reconsider the 

votes by which the several conference reports were adopted was 
laid on the table. 

laws of the State of Pennsylvania, is hereby authorized to con· 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Monongahela 
River between a point on the eastern side of said river, at or near 
property of the Glassport Brick Company, in the borough of 
Port Vue, in the county of Allegheny, and a point on the western 
side of said river, in the township of Jefferson, in said county, on 
property of the Monongahela River Consolidated Coal and Coke 
Company, fronting on the puhltc road, known as the river road, 
between Dravos and West Elizabeth. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, the bill H. R. 12706, being the corre
sponding Rouse bill, was ordered to lie on the 4Lble. 

PROMOTIONS AND RETffiEMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr . . Speaker, I am authorized by the Com
mittee on Military Affairs to call up a privileged resolution, 
No. 284. • 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, calls up a privileged resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. · 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in

form the House of Representatives of the number of promotions made in the 
Army since the 1st day of April, 189 , of officers, together with their names 
and rank, who have been retired within one year of their last promotion 
with a higher grade than that held at the time of their promotion, and the 
said Secretary of War is also directed to report to the House of Repre enta
tives the additional cost to the Government by reason of these promotions 
and retirements. . • 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to understand 
this resolution. · I do not know why it is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. It is a seven-day resolution of inquiry. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A resolution of inquiry ad

dressed to the head of a department? 
Mr. MONDELL. A resolution of inquiry addressed to the Sec

retary of War, and I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to move that the resolution be adopted. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, PIERRE, S. D.A.K. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14082) to 
provide for the construction of a bridge by the Duluth, Pierre and 
Black Hills Railroad Company a-cross the Missouri River, at Pierre, 
S.Dak. 

The bill was read. It provides that the Duluth, Pien·e and 
Bla-ck Hills Railroad Company, a corporation duly organized 
under the general incorporation laws of the State of South Da
kota, its successors and assigns, is hereby authorized to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Pierre, Hughes County, . Dak., and also to lay_on and 
over said bridge a railway track or tracks for the passage of 
railway trains; and said corporation may construct and main
tain ways for wagons, carriages and foot passengers, charging 
and receiving such reasonable tolls therefor as may be app1·oved 
from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be eng1:ossed and read a third time; 

and was accordingly read the thil·d. time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, a motion tore

consider the·last vote was laid on the table. 
COURT OF APPEALS, ATLANTA, GA. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 5383) providjng that the 
circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial cil·cuit of the United 
States shall hold at least one term of said com·t annually in the 
city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in 
October in each year. 

The bill was read. 
The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judi

ciary were read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MONONGAHELA RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA. The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House 'the bill The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was 

(S. 4611) to authorize the West Elizabeth aud Dravosburg Bridge accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monon- On motion of Mr. FLEMING, a motion to reconsider the last 
gahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, being similar to a vote was laid on the table. 
House bill favorably reported and not requiring consideration in GEO G 
Committee of the Whole. I R E H. PAUL . 
. The bill was read. It provides that the West Elizabeth and Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

Dravosburg Bridge Company, a co.rporation organized under the present consideration of the bill I send to the d~sk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. l!l49) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to appoint George H. 

Paul a warrant machinist in the Navy. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 

to appoint George H . Paul to fill an original vacancy ill the 100 warrant ma
chinists in the Navy, authorized by section 14 of the act approved March 3, 
1899, entitled "An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the person
nel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States,'' notwithstanding he 
was about seven months beyond the age limit at the time of examination 
he having passed the examination, near the top of the list, under a miEap 
prehension as to the age limit, and having served twelve months at the Na 
val Academy and fmiryears at sea in the Government service as an engineer 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob

ject, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some explanation as to 
what this bill does and the necessity for it. I ask for order, that 
we may lrear the gentleman. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, this young man took the examina
tion for a warrant machinist, and after he had taken the exami
nation_it was found that he was seven months over the age limit. 
The Secretary of the Navy recommen~ that he be appointed. 
The bill has passed the Senate, and it has been recommended by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There are no peculiar rea

sons for the action? 
Mr. OTJEN. He passed a very high examination and stands 

very nearly at the top of the list. He has served one year in the 
Naval Academy. He has had four years of sea experience, and 
the Secretary of the Navy is holding one of these places open for 
him, and on account of his high examination and experience rec
ommends his appointment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of TenneE·see. I do not like this matter of 
special legislation, Mr. Speaker,and without further understand
ing the matter I shall object to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
Subsequently, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is ad vised that the gentleman from 

Temiessee has withdrawn objection to the bill called up by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 0TJENl. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I made the 
objection. After an examination of the bill, so far as I am con
cerned, I have no further objection to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 
Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. MOON. I do. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is again made. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Mr. -ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, by instruction of the Commit

tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce I desire to ask unani
mous consent for the consideration of the bill (S. 2162). 
· The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change the name of the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service. 

Be i t enacted, etc., That the United States Marine-Hospital Service shall 
hereafter be known and designated as the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. and the Supervising Surgeon-General and the 
officers now or hereafter commissioned under the act of January 4, 1889, en
titled "An act to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States," and acts amendatory thereof, shall hereafter be known 
a8 the Surgeon-General, surgeons, passed assistant surgeons, and assistant 
surgeons of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Nothing in this act contained shall be held or construed to discharge 
any of the officers above named, or any of the acting assistant surgeons, 
pharmacists, and other employees of the Marine-Hospital Service, or to de-

~~~~C:~Y T~cg:r~fo~ig~~~a~~by~d t~~~~~ ~ni6t1~rbaJ~~~~~!Yr~: 
quired by law to be performed by the Marine-Hospital Service shall here
after be performed by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, and 
all funds and appropriations now provided by law for use by the Marine
Hospital Service and all P-roperties and ri~hts pertaining to said service shall 
be available for use for like purposes and ill like manner, under the Treasury 
Department, by the Public H ealth and Marine-Hospital Service. 

SEC. 2. That the salary of the Surgeon-General of the Public Hea-lth and 
Marine-Hospital Service shall be 5,000 per annum, and the salaries and al
lowances of the commissioned medical officers of said service shall be the 
same as now provided by regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service. 

SEc. 3. That commiss10neo medical officers, when detailed by the Surgeon
General for duty in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bureau at Wash
ington, D . C., in charge of the administrative divisions thereof, namely, ma
rine hospitals and relief, domestic quarantine, forei~ and insular quarantine, 
p er £onnel and accounts, sanitary r eports and statistics, and scientific research, 
shall, while thus serving, be assistant surgeons-general of the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service; but their pay and allowances shall be the same 
as now provided by r egulations of the Marine-Hospital Service for officers in 
charge of said diVISions; and the senior officer thus serving shall be the as
sistant within the meaning of section 178, Revised Statutes of the United 
States: Provided, however, That no such officer shall be detailed in charge of 
said divisions who is b elow the rank of l?assed assistant surgeon. 

SEc. 4. That the President is authoriZed, in his discretion, to utilize the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service in times of threatened or actual 
war to such extent and in such manner as shall in his judgment promote the 
public interest without, however, in any wise impairing the efficiency of the 
service for the purpeses for which the same was created and is maintained. 

SEC. 6. That there shall be an advisory board for the hygienic laboratory 
provided by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1901, for .consultation 
with the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 

relative to the inv~stigations to be inaugurated, and the methods of conduct
ing the same, in said laboratory. Said board shall consist of three competent 
experts, to be detailed from the Army the Navy, and the Bureau of Animal 
Industry by the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon-General of the 
Navy, and the Secretary of Agriculture, respectively, which experts, with 
the director of the said laboratory, shall be ex officio members of the board1 and serve without additional compensation. Five other members of saia 
b oard shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas
ury, who shall b e skilled in laboratory work in its relation to the public 
health, and not in the re~ar employment of the Government. The said five 
members shall each receive compensation of $10 per diem while serving in 
conference, as aforesaid, together with allowance for actual and necessary 
traveling expenses and hotel expenses while in conference. 8aid eonference 
is not to exceed ten days in any one liscal year. The t erm of service of the 
five members of said board, not in the regular employment of the Govern
ment, first appointed shall be so arranged that one of said m emb ers shall re
tire each year, the! subsequent appointments to be for a period of five years. 
Appointments t<> fill vacancies occurring in a manner other than as above 
E~t~;~~~~~a~f.Rde for the unexpired term of the member whose place 

SEc . 6. That there shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, whenever, in the opinion of the 
Surgeon-General, commissioned medical officers of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service are not available for this duty by detail, competent 
persons to take charge of the divisions, respectively,-of chemistry, zoology, 
and pharmacology of the hygienic laboratory, who shall each receive such 
pay as shall be fixed by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Sec
retary of the Treasury. The director of the said laboratory shall be an of
ficer detailed from the corps of commissioned medical officers of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service, as now provided by regulations for said 
detail from the Marine-Hospital Service, and while thus serving shall have 
the pay and emoluments of a surgeon: Provided, That all commissioned offi
cers of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service not below the grade 
of passed assistant surgeon shall be eligible to assignment to duty in charge 
of the said divisions of the hygienic laboratory, and while servmg in such 
capacity shall be entitled to the pay and emoluments of their rank. 

SEc . 'l. That when, in the opmion of the Surgeon-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United Statesl the interests of the 
public health would be promoted by a conference of saia service with State 
or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State health of
ficers, the District of Columbia included, he may invite as many of said health 
and quarantine authorities as he deems necessary or proper to send dele
gates, not more than one from each State or Territory and District of Colum
bia, to said conference: Provided, That an annual conference of the health 
authorities of all the States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
shall be called, each of said States, Territories, and the District of Columbia 
to be entitled to one delegate: Andprovidedfurthe:r, That it shall be the duty 
of the said Surgeon-General to call a conference upon the application of not 
less than five State or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or 
State health officers, each of said States and· Territories joining in such re-
quest to be represented by one delegate. · 

SEC. 8. 'E'hat to secure uniformity in the regiEtration of mortality, mor
bidity, and vital statistics it shall be the duty of the Surgeon-General of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, after the annual conference re- 1 quired by section 7 to be called, to prepare and distribute suitable and nec
essary forms for the collection and compilation of such statistics, and said 
statistics, when transmitted to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bu
reau on said forms, shall be compiled and published by the Public Health 
nd Marine-Hospital Service as a part of the health reports published by 

said service. 
SEc. 9. That the President shall from time to time prescribe rules for the 

conduct of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. He shall also 
prescribe regulations respecting its internal administration and discipline, 
and the uniforms of its officers and employees. It shall be the duty of the 
Surgeon-General to transmit annually to the Secretary of the Treasury, for 
transmission by said Secretary to Congress, a full and complete report of 
the transactions of said service, including a detailed statement of receipts 
and disbm"Sements. _ . · 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think that bill is too im

portant a measure to be considered by unanimous consent with
out g~ing into Committee of the Whole, and I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I call up the Philip
pine government bill, and move that the House insist upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the Senate and agree to the con
ference asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the House insist on its amendments to the Philippine govern
ment bill and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER aimounced the following conferees: Mr. CoOPER 

of Wisconsin, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Mr. JoNES of Vir
ginia, and Mr. MADDOX. 

AMENDMENT .OF DISTRICT CODE. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 

report. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled "An act to establish a code of law 

for the District of Columbia." 

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed, 
under the rule. 

The report is as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 493) to amend an 
act entitled "An act to eRtablish a code of law for the District of Columbia," 

\ 

l 
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having met, after full and free conference have agreed td reconunend and 
do recommend to their respeetive.Houses.as follow ~ 

That the Senate recede from its disagree.ment to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with amendm ents as follows: 

In Eaid a.mendment page 1 line , strike out "four ' and insert "six.~· 
On vage 2 strike out lines 7 to 15, inc-lusive, and in lieu thereof insert the 

followrng: 
.And said supreme court shall from time to time divide the said district 

into subdistricts and pre cribe the place in each subdistrict where the jus
tice thereof sha.ll have his office for the transaction of business, and may 
change the boundaries of u eh subdistricts a.nd the localities of the offices of 
the justices therein from time to time- as the volume and convenience of the 
business may requi.r . No justice of the pea.co during his term of office sha.ll 
engage in the nracticeof the law, subject to the penalty of removal from his 
office. When the number o1l such justices. of the peace shall be reduced by 
death, resignation, or expiration of term of service, or other~~ to ~the 
number of such justices of the peace sh.aJ.l be six only, and: if me number 
shall not be reduced to six: until the expiration of the terJil of the present 
justices of the peace only six vacan-cie shall then be filled." 

On page S strike out line 1. 
On page 5, line 18, after "President," insert "by and with the advice and 

consent of the Senate." 
On pa.<>' 14., line 19 strike ou_t '' dru.n.Karas,., and insert'' any person." 
On page 16, line 91 after 'compensation.," insert "at the rate of $-!,000 per 

annum;" and in line 10 after the word "wills " add the following proVlSO: 
"A1td pro?:ided fur.ther That the employees of said office shall not be in 
excess of the nmnbffi' actually necessary for the proper conduct of the office 
of said register of wills." 

On page32, line 25, strike out' five" and insert" fifth." 
On page 35, line 25, strike out "live,,. and insert ' life.' 
On page 56 strike out lines 23 2-l, and 25; and on page 57 strike out lines 1 

and 2, and in lieu the1·eof insert the following~ 
"SEC. 1073a.. Whenever the court sha.ll be 83.tisfied that the party produc

ing a witness has been taken by sru-prise by the testimony of such witness 
such pal.lty may, in the discretion of the- coru·t, be allowed to prove, for the 
piD.'pose only of affecting the credibility of the witness, that the witness has 
made to such :party ol!' to his attorney statements substan:tiall:y variant from 
his swo1·n test1n1ony about material facts in the cause~ but before such. •• 

On page 61, line 1, strike out "such person or corporation" and insert "the 
creditor." 

On page 64., line 1 strike out "fo-m-" and insert "five." 
On pag'6 64., line 15, after" com·t.," insert ' holding an equity term;" and in 

line 1 , after the word '"infant," add The court shall have power, in its 
discretion, to grant the ~rayer of such petition." 

On page 68, line 10., strike out "line 3'" and insert "lines 2 and ir." 
And t,he House agree to the- same. 

JOHN J. JENKINS; 
SAML. W . SMITH, 
W. S. COWRERDl 

The statement is as follows: 

Managers on the part of tne House~ 
J. 0. PRITCHARD, 
W. P . DILLINGHAM, 
THOMAS S. MARTIN, 

Maxnagers on the pa1·t of the Se'IJ4le: 

Sta.te-inent of the managers on th'B part of the House at the conference on the 
d.i.sagree!n8:.yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to 
the bill s. ~ "An act to amend an act entiUed 'An act to establish a code 
of lawfol' the Distri<:tofColumbi.a.."' 
The first amendment provides for a reduotion in the number of the jus

tices of' the peace from ten tom, instea..d:of t<Jfonr,as provided by the-Hou....~., 
the reduction to take-place-a the present justices retire from. office, either
by death., resignation., or expiration of terms, 

The second a.mendment provides for changes in the subdistricts to co:rx:e
spond with the reduction of the number of j.ustices of the peace. 

The third amendment leaves section 7 ofth.ecodeasitisatthepresenttime. 
The fourth amendment provides that the nominations of iustices ot the 

peace shall continue to be confirmed by the Senate. 
The fifth amendment is simply a. change in legal phraseology. 
The sixth a~ndment provides that the employees of the office of the 

register of wills shall ba restricted to the number actually necessarv to the 
proper conduct of that office, and makes the compensation of this officer to 
correspond with that received by the register of deeds and the cle-rk of the 
supreme court of the· Di tri:ct of Columbia. 

The further amendments are simp.ly verbal., or changes in the legal phrase-
ology. 

JOHN J.JENKINS, 
SAML. W. SMITH, 
W . S. COWHERD, 

.Managers o:n the pa1·t of the House. 

AUTOMATIC OAR COUPLERS. 

: . ./ ·Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
pre ent consideration of the bill which I send to the- desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A. bill (H. R. 15-144) to amend an act entitled "An act to promote the safety 

• of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common carriers 
engaged m interstate eommerce to equip their cars with automa. tic con p
Iers and continuous ru:a.kes and their locomotives with driving-wheel 
brakes, and for other pru-poses," approved March 2, 1893,and amended 
April1., 1896. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions and requirements of the act entitled 

"An act to promote the safety of employees and tr:.we.lers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their 
cars with automatic couplers and. eontimrotlB brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes," approved March 2, 1893, 
and a.mended April:t, 1896 shall be held to 3:pply to com.mon.ear;riers by rail
roads operated by steam power in the Terr1tor1es and the J?1Stnct of C!llum
bia; and the provisions and requirements hereof and of srud acts relating to 
aut ma.tic couplers, grab irons, a.nd th height of drawbars, shall be held to 
apply to all locomotives, tenders, cars, and similar vehicles used on an:y rail
road operated by steam power engaged in interstate commerce, ~d m the 
Territories and the District of Columbia, aud to all oth~r locomotives., ten
ders, cars, and similar vehicles used in connection therewith, excepting those 
trains, cars, and locomotives exempted by the provisions of section 6 of Said 

~~h~~ft~1~ili8~ea::&e:rdi!gzh~~~:~t~~lr:~d~;.;~li.ailn~~~f~~:O~ 
length of the end sills thereof, and shall extend upward at least4inchesclear 
of any obstruction. · 

SEC. z. That whenever, as provided for- in said act-, any car is equipped 
with train or power brakes in condition. to btl'- opel'D!ted the same shall tQ 

:• 
·-.• 

used and operated in every train in which such car is hauled, unless inde
pendently of such ca.I' 65 per cent of the cars in such train are equipped wi.th 
power or train brakes and are associated together and so used and oper.-a.ted 
m such train: Provided., That no.th.ing-in this ad sha.ll be held to release any 
common carrier from any of the provisions or requirements of said act ap
proved March 2, 1893, and amended Aprill, 1896. 

SEC.. 3.. That the provisions of section 1 of this act shall not take !lfl'ect until 
J anua.ry 1, 1200 and the- provisions of section. 2:of this act shall not take effect 
until ninety days after the passage of' this a.ct. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr Speake1·, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr·. P ARKL~SON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend
ments to the bill (H. R. 15108} making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes, disagreed to 
by the House of Re-presentatives, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appo.ifi'ted Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. 
TELLER as the conferees ~n the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of · 
the two Houses on the amendm~mt of the House of Representa
tives to. the bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled ' ~An act to 
establish a code of laws for the District of Columbia." 

The- message also announced! that the Senate had agreed to the 
report oi the committee of conference on the- disagreeing votes of 

. the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa
tives to the bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph 
M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Servic&. 

ARTURO R. OA.L VO. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up and ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of Senate joint resolu
tion 118. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A joint resolution (S, R. US) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for 

instruction at tae Military Academy at West Point.Artm·o R. Calvo, of 
Costa Rica. 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 

to permit Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica, to receive instruction at the l\1ili
ta.ry Academy at Wes:t Point: Pnrvi.ded, That no ext>ense shall be caused to 
the United States thereby: And pmvided furtlter, That in the case of the sa.td 
Arturo R. Calvo the- provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised: Stat
utes shall be suspended, 

The SPEAKER. Is there- objection? 
Mr. MOON. I object, Mr~ Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

HOUSE CALENDAR. 
Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com

mittoo on Printing to ask for the. present consideration of the fol
lowing privileged resolution, No~ 319. 

The Clerlr read as follows: 
Resol11ed., That of the last issue of the House Calendar for the first- session 

of the Fifty-seventh Congress there shall be ~in ted a.s a. House document 
~f~~~~~e~f which number 4.00 copies shall bound in cloth, for the use 

The resolution was agreed to. 
REPORT' OF THE D:A.UGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 1 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am also- directed by the 
Committee on Printing to call up Senate concurrent resolution 
No. ?:7~ 

The Clerk read as follows.: 
Resol'!;ed b-JI th.e Senate (the Hous~of Representatives- C01tC'l!7"1'ing), '!'hat there 

be nrinted 7,500additional copies of Senate Document No. 16-!, third session 
Fifty-fifth Congress, being the- r eport of the Daughte1-s of the Alllilrican 
Re-volution for 1800 to 1897, together with the- historical preface herewith.., in
dorsed. by the board of' management of that society, of which 2,500 shall be for 
the use of the Senate and 5,000 for the- use of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider-the last 

two votes was laid on the tabl&. 
CAPT. SIDNEY S. SHAW. 

Mr. RUCKER. :M:r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7539) for the relief of 
Capt. Sidney S. Shaw. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. • 
The SPEAKER. Is there o bjedion to the present con ideration 

of the bill? ~ 
Mr. MOON. I object. 
Ths SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 

Tennessee, 
NATIONAL ENCAMPMENT OF THE; GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House joint resolution 19 , giving 
authority to the- Commissioners of the DistJ.·ict of Columbia to 
make special xegulations for the- occasion of the- Thirty-Sixth N a
tional. Encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic~ to be 
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held in the District of Columbia in the month of October, 1902, 
and for other purposes incident to said encampment. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion ofi the joint resolution? 
Mr. l\100N. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 

Tennessee. 
AMENDING SECTIONS 8362 AND 3394 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged bill 
(S. 3896) to amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
tobacco. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 3a>2 of the Revised Statutes, as amended 

by the act of March 1, 1879, and by the act of January 9,1883, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by striking all out after the fifth paragraph thereof 
and inserting in lieu of the words so stricken out the following: 

"And every such wooden package shall have printed or marked thereon 
the manufacturer's name and place of manufacture, the registered number 
of the manufactory~ and the gross weight, the tare, and the net weight of the 
tobacco in each pacKage: Provided, That these limitations and descriptions 
of packages shal not apply to tobacco and snuff transported in bond for ex
portation and actually exported: And provided further, That perique tobacco, 
fine-cut shorts, the refuse of fine-cut chewing tobacco, refuse scraps, clip
ping , cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco may be sold in bulk as material, 
and witho~t the payment o! tax, by one manUfacturer directly to another 
manufa.ctlft'er, or for export, under such restrictions, rules, and regulations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe: And provided fur
ther, That wood metal, paper or other materials may be used separately or 
in combination for packing tobacco, snuff, and cigars under such regulations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may establish." 

The following amendment was recommended by the·committee.: 
Add the following as section 2: 
"SEC. 2. That the last paragraph of section 3394: of the Revised Statutes, 

as amended by the tenth section of the act of July 24:,1897, is hereby further 
amended so as to read as follows: 

"'No packages of manufactured tobacco, snuff, cigars, or cigarettes pre
scribed br.law shall be permitted to have packed in or attached to or con
nected With them, nor affixed to, branded, stamped, marked, written, or 
printed upon them, any paper, certificate,orinstrument_purportingto be or 
represent a ticket, chance, share, or interest in or dependenJ; upon the event 
of a. lottery, nor any indecent or immoral picture, representation, print or 
wo1·ds; and any violation of the provisions of this :paragraph shall subject the 
offender to the penalties and punishments proVIded by section 34:56 of the 
Revised Statutes.'" 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio if this has been reported from the 
committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is the unanimous report of the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. There is an amendment to the bill, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the 

thil·d time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 

last vote was laid on the table. 
.Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to ask unanimoUB consent to 

amend the title by adding '' section 3394. '' The amendment 
amends another section, so that the title does not cover both sec
tions. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment of the 
title will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SULZER. M1·. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SULZER. The bill having been passed, will not the gen

tleman have to move to reconsider? 
The SPEAKER. Not where unanimous consent is given to 

amend t~e title, as is customary. 
AMENDMENT TO INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged bill 
(H. R. 179) to amend the internal-revenue laws. 
. The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
• Be it enacted, etc .. That all distilled spirits now in internal-revenue bonded 
warehouses or which may hereafter be produced and deposited in such 
warehouses shall be entitled to the same allowance for loss from leakage or 
evaporation which now exists in favor of distilled spirits produced, gau€:ed., 
and so deposited prior to January 1, 1899, and subject to the same conditions 
and limitations. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CO:r..TTESTED-ELECTIO.N C.ASE-HORTO.N AGA.INST BUTLER. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I call up thecontested-election case of 
Horton 'L'. Butler, from the Twelfth Congressional district of Mis
souri. I ask that the resolution reported by the committee be 
read. 

1\fr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 1\Ir. Speaker, I desire to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. Is not this day set apart under 
the rules as the day for invalid pensions? 

The SPEAKER. It is; but the election case is of higher pl'iv
ilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Surely we are not going to 
set aside the pension business assigned by the rules for to-day 
in order to take up an election contest where no one is to be 
seated. Surely gentlemen do not desire to do that. I wish to 
raise the question of consideration. · 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will first be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That no valid election for Representa.ti>e in Congress was held 

in the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri on the 6th day of N ovem
ber, 1900, and that the seat now held by the contestee is hereby declared 
vacant. 

Mr. BOWIE. 1\Ir. Speaker, I would like to have about five 
minutes by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I demand the regular order . . 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The gentle

man from Tennessee raises the question of consideration. · 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that Mr. But

ler, the contestee in this .case, is sick in bed, and that his physician 
certifies he is not able to be here. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is not de
batable. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I call for the regular order. 
M RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I remind gentlemen that 

this 1s the last day of the present session on which pension bu.si
ness will have any showing. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is out of 
order. The ·question of consideration has been raised, and is not 
debatable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is the last day you 
will get for pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is out of order, 
and he will please take his seat. . 

The question being taken, Will the Hou e now consider the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Elections? there were-
ayes 114, noes 88. · · 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 146, nays 112, 

ans~ered ':present" 12, not voting 80; as follows: 

Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen , Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Beidler , 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Bla{!kburn, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, S.Dak. 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa.. 
Calder head, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier 
Curtis,' 
Cushman, 
Dahle. 
Dalzell, 

Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball , 'rex . 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Bowie, 
BI'&.lltley, 
Breazeale, 
Bm·gess, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
CassinghtJm, 
Clark, 

YEAS-14:6. 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Eddy 
Foerderer, 
Foss, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler · · 
Gaines,'w. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner,N.J. 
Gibson, 
Gill 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
H emenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
ifJfebrant, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Hopkins, 

Howell, 
Hughes, 
Jack, 
Jones, Wash. 
Ketcham, 
Knapp, 
Knox, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littlefield, 
Loud, 
Lovering, 
MeCall, 
McLachlan, 
Mahon, 
:Mann, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Miller, 
Moody, N .C. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Moss. 
Mudd, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Payne, 
P earre, 
Perkins, 

NAYS-112. 
Clayton, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Davey, La. 
DeArmond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fleming, 
Flood, 
Foste~. m. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Goldfogle, 
Gordon, 
Green,Pa. 

Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hay 
Hooker, 
Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Rleberg, · 
Rluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lassjter, 
Lester, 

Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 
Ray,N.Y. 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Rumple, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith,lll. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith,S. W. 
Southardk 
Southwic , 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N.J. 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Sullowa-y, 
Sutherla-nd, 
Tawney 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa. 
Tirrell, 
Tongu~, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson. 

t~wd:aGa. 
Little, y, 
Livin_gston, 
Lloyd. 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
l\feDermott, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard, 
Meyer,La. 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Mutchler, 
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Naphen, 
N eville, 
N ew lands, 
Norton, 
Padgett, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pier ce, 
Pou, 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 

Burkett, 
Cochran, 
Emerson, 

Rhea., Va. Sims 
Richardson, Ala. Slayden, 
Richardson, Tenn. Small, 
Rixey, Snodgrass, 
Robb, Snook, 
Robinson, Ind. · Sparkman, 
Robinson,Nebr. Spight, 
Rucker, Stark, 
R yan, Stephens, Tex. 
Shackleford. Sulzer , 
Shafroth, Swanson, 

ANSWERED "PRESENT "-12. 
Evans, Kahn, . 
Irwin, Metcalf, 
J enkins, N eedha.m, 

NOT VOTING-80. 
Acheson, Edwards, Latimer, 
Barney, Elliott, Lever, 
Bellamy, E sch Littauer, 
Belmont, · Fletch er, Long, 
Blakeney, Fordney, Loudensla.ger, 
Boreing, Fox, McAndrews, 
Broussard, Gilbert McCleary, 
Brundidge, Gillett, Mass. McLain, 
Bull, Glenn, Minor, 
Cannon, Gooch, Mondell, 
Connell, Hall, Morris, 
Conry, Haugen.,~,. Parker, 
Cooney, Henry,.M.iss. Patterson, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Tex. Reeder, 
Corliss, Hull, Reid, 
Creamer, Jackson, Md. Robertson, La.. 
Crowley, Jett, Ruppert, 
Davis,Jf' la. Joy, Russell, · 
De Graffenreid, Kern, Scarborough. 
Driscoll, Landis, Selby, 

So the House decided to consider. 
The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. WRIGHT With Mr. HALL. 
Mr. BOREING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
Mr. KAHN with Mr. BELMONT. 
Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 
Mr. BULL with Mr. CROWLEY. 
Mr. IRWIN with Mr. GoocH. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Joy with Mr. CocHRAN. 

Tate, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thompson, 
Underwood. 
Wiley, 
Williams, ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 

Powers, Me. 
Skiles, 
Wright. 

Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, VVrn. Alden 
Storm, 
Talbert, 
Taylor,Ala. 
Tompkins, N.Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Vandiver, • 
Vreeland, 
VVeeks, 
~~er, 
WoodS, 
Young. 

Mr. LOUD~SLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
Mr. J:s:NKINS with Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. ·LEVER. 
Mr. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 
Mr. DRISCQ.HL wi,th Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska. 
Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. · 
Mr. SHERMAN with 'Mr. RUPPERT. 
For two weeks: 
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
.For ten days: 

.' . BURKETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
l:J ntil the 28th: · 
Mr. EVANS with Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. 
For the day: 
Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
Mr. PoWERS of Maine with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. RussELL with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. WM. ALDE SMITH with Mr. JETT. 
Mr. REEDER with Mr. SELBY. 
-l\1r. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. SCARBOROUGH, 
Mr. MINOR with Mr. McLAIN. 
Mr. McCLEARY with Mr. McANDREWS. 
Mr. LONG with Mr. LATIMER. 
Mr. LANDIS with Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
Mr. HULL with Mr. GLENN. 
Mr. EscH with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. CORLISS with Mr. KERN. 
Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. EDWARDS. 
Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. DAVIS of Florida. 
Mr. FORDNEY with Mr. REID. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. CREAMER. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. CONRY. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
Mr. STORM with Mr. BELLAMY. 
Mr. WOODS with Mr. WHITE. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. YOUNG with Mr. CoONEY. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 

Ohio (Mr. TAYLERl. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am just in the midst of 

a conference with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowrn] and 
his colleague respecting the time that the debate shall endure. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, I would' make this suggestion, that 
the gentleman proceed and grant time to whoever is to open on 

his side, and, pending that, we can confer as to the time. I wish 
to confer with some gentlemen on this side of the House. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I was anxious to know at this time if 
there was to be no debate. 

Mr. BOWIE. I would not agree to have no debate. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Of course I do not desire to compel 

anybody to withhold debate. I yield, then, to my colleague [Mr. 
SMITH of Iowa] , to speak in his own time. •. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this contest was instituted 
by William N. Horton, who was a Republican candidate for Con
gress from the Twelfth district of Missouri in the election of 1900, 
as against James J. Butler, who was the Democratic nominee . 
and who received his certificate of election. The Committee on 
Elections No.1 , having had this matter under consideration, have 
reported in favor of declaring the seat vacant. Before proceed
ing to a discussion of the facts in this particular case, I desire to 
call attention to those laws of the State of Missouri which are 
applicable to it. It is provided by the constitution of the State 
of Missouri that every ballot shall be so marked as that it can be 
determined after the election who cast that ballot. As a matter 
of fact, in Missouri the name of every voter is given a number at 
the time he casts his ballot and his ballot is given the same num
ber, ·and so it becomes possible in the case of an electioiJ.. contest 
to determine, in the absence of mistakes upon the pa1~ of the 
election officers, the name of every person who cast a ballot in 
that election. 

In the State of Missouri the city of St. Louis is usually Repub
lican and the State usually Democratic; and to remove the pat
ronage from the city government, or for other causes which are 
not material.here, the 'legislature of Missouri passed a law creat
ing a police commission in the city of St. Louis, appointed by the 
governor and having entire control of the police force of that city. 
This police force, by reason of the politica] character of the State 
of Missouri, is and has been ever-since the passage of the law re
feiTed to a Democratic police force. The law of the State of 
Missouri provides now that the election commissioners of the city 
of St. Louis ·shall also be appointed by the governor. 

The Filley law, passed in 1895, provided that two of the elec
tion commissioners should be appointed by the governor and one 
by the mayor, and explicitly provided that the one ap.pointed by 
the mayor should be of the opposite political faith to that enter
tained by those appointed by the governor. As the mayor. of St. 
Louis is usually a Republican, practically this law entrusted the 
appointment Qf the Democratic members of this commisEion to 
the Democratic governor and the appointment of the Republican 
member to a Republican mayor. ·But as at times the mayor of 
St. Louis is a Democrat, it was explicitly provided that he must 
appoint a commissioner of the.leading political party other than 
that of the governor. This law also . provided that the governor 
should designate the chairman of the election commission, and 
that the mayor's appointee should be the secretary of the com-
mission. . .. 

But in 1899 the law was changed, so that all appointments are 
made by the governor, and the com.n:1ission select the secretary 
from without the board, who is of the political party represented 
by the majority upon the board. So that while under the former 
law the Democrats got the chairman of the board and heRe
publicans the secretary of the board, under the new law the 
Democracy receives a majority of the board and the chairman 
and the secretary. Under the old law it was provided that this 
Republican representative should have the choice of all the 
judges and clerks representing the Republicans upon the various 
election boards in the city and county of St. Louis. -Uflder the 
new law no such power is given to the Republican representative, 
but the power is intrusted first to the election commission itself, 
and in their absence to the secretary of the commission, who is 
clothed with all the powers of the full board when the board are · 
absent or otherwise not in session. · 

While the new law requires that the Republicans shall be given 
equal representation upon t,b.ese election boards, it does not give 
to the Republicans the choice of their representation upon these 
boards. A pretense in this case was made of carrying out the 
law; but in 5 wards of the 15, in this district where the commit
tee have taken the pains to see how these alleged Republican 
judges and clerks voted, the record shows that 53 voted for the 
Republican candidate for Congress and 60 voted against the Re
publican candidate for Congress. An absolute majority of tho 
so-called Republican judges and clerks, so far as they were can
vassed by this committee, have voted against the Republican ca~
didate for Congress, and that is the kind of representation that 
was given to the Republicans upon the election boards in the city of 
St. Louis. And if we bear this in min a we will be able the better to 
understand the methods by which the iniquity was carried out in 
the election of 1900. 

Before the election of 1900 it was believed by the Republicans 
that large numbers of fictitious names had been registered. They 

.: 
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succeeded in getting a list of about fifteen hundred of these name . 
They sent out 1·egistered letters to those persons at the addresses 
given upon the register books. The post-office officials made 
special efforts to make delivery of those letters, but were unable 
to find any substantial number of the persons at the places indi
cated upon the registration books. Warrants were then sworn 
out for the arrest of these people, and deputy sheriffs were on 
election day sent to the polls to arrest such persons as might cast 
ballots under these names. 

But this effort was futile, because on the Sunday night before 
election there met at tlie Southern Hotel, in the city of St. Louis, 
the attorney-general of the State, the chairman of the Demo
cratic s ·tate central committee, the chairman of the Democratic 
city-central committee; the Democratic members of the election 
commission, the Democratic assistant or deputy election com
missioner, the Democratic police commissioners. and the chief 
of the -police force of the city of St. Louis, Col. Ed. Butler, and 
this contestee, James J. Butler, and it was then and there re
solved that instructions should b~ issued to the police force of 
the city not to allow any deputy sheri~ within a hundred feet of 
the polls. 

There is no law in Missouri prohibiting anyone from being 
within a hundred feet of the polls. There is a law prohibiting 
electioneering within a hundred feet of the polls. But this col
lection of gentlemen at the Southern Hotel first procured an 
order to be issued that these deputy sheriffs should not under 
any circumstances be allowed within a hundred feet of the polls. 
It needs but little reflection to see that an order like that would 
absolutely defeat every effort for the arrest of the guilty, for the 
·names upon the register books were not the names of any human 
beings. They were mere fictions, put there that repeaters might 
vote in those names. 

No· wari·ants issued for the _;:tnest of these people could be 
served save only by waiting until some individual gave that 
name at the ballot bQx and then laying hands upon him. But 
the order wisely and discreetly provided that no deputy sheriff 
should be allowed within 100 feet of the polls, so that· he could 
not hear. any name given and make any arrests. Subsequently, 
discovering that this order was a little too radical, an order was 
issued that a deputy sheriff might be permitted within a hundred 
feet of the polls for the purpose of making an arrest of some per
son who was there situated; but inasmuch as it was utterly im
possible for the sheriff to know who was to cast this fraudulent 
vote unless he could stay close enough to the polls to hear his 
name given in, of course this accomplished the pm·pose just as 
well as the original order. The result was that fraud ran ram"' 
pant in that district on election day. -

Shortly after the election the Republicans; satisfied that the 
extraordinary change since the last election could but be there
sult of · fraud, took a canvass of all that part of the Twelfth Con
gressional district where colonization would be apt to take place. 
At the previous Congressional election the district went Repub
lican by 2,300 majority; at this election there was a majority of 

_ 3,500 for Mr. Butler, as shown by official returns, a change of 
6,000 votes in favor of the Democracy, when all overthatwestern 
country th-ey were losing as compared with the vote in 1898 in 
Congressional matters. 

The result was that the Republicans decided to make a house 
to house canvass in that part of the district where colonization 
was apt to take place. They did so, and they got a census for all 
that territory, and when you give to the Democracy of that district 
credit for every man who had been either upon the Federal cen
sus. taken in June of that year, or upon this private census, taken 
in December of that year, there are 9,180 fraudulent names reg
istered in the Twelfth Congressional district in this election of 
November, 1900. 

In the minority report it is strenuously insisted that this pri
vate census can not be considered, that it is hearsay testimony, 
and they make that and other objections to it. I want to say that 
I do nqt care whether t~s House considers the so-call.ed McBurney 
canvass· or not; the U mted States census was taken m J nne, 1900. 
The registration in the city of St. Louis commenced the same 
m onth; and if you take the census, and if you take the register, 
there were over 12,000 fraudulent votes cast in this district. The 
McBurney canvass, that our friends have made :mch a strenuous 
effort to g·et out of this case, has credited them with every man 
who moved into this district between June and December. 

So much for the McBurney canvass. Yet it is entitled to 
w etght. It had been taken by an officer of the census. It was 
taken just like the Federal census, and the parties did not know 
what they were taking it for.. They thought they were taking it 
for world's fair industrial statistics, so that they had no object 
or incentive to take it otber than fairly and properly. I think it 
was taken fairly. I think it throws some light upon this ques-

-tion. But if it does not throw .any light upon this case, then the 
only result ·of that is to deprive our Democratic friends of the 

credit of the names found in the McBurney canvass and not found 
upon the Federal census. Throw it out, therefore, if you want 
to, but the amount of fraud in this district is all the more 
apparent. _ ' 

Our object was to credit them with every honest vote there was 
in this district, and for any man who had come in since the regis-
try commenced, if they want to count him, and so we consider 
the McBm·ney canvass; but throw it out, if you please, and the 
record shows only more fraud in the Twelfth dist1ict of 1\Iissouri. 
Never has such infamy come under my observation in connection 
with an election as appears upon the record in the case. These 
pegple were not satisfied to prostitute a partisan election commis-
sion, to prostitute a partisan police force , but proceeded to pros-
titute the courts of the State of Missouri. 

· .. 

The court of appeals sitting in St. Louis is a Democratic court 
with three Democratic judges. It is a com't of appeals and for 
the corr~ction of errors. It has absolutely no jurisdiction or au- :· -
thority to grant naturalization papers. But it so happened that -~ • · • 
the judges of the circuit court and its clerk were Republican; the . · 
clerk required the Democrats to pay the statutory fees to be natu-
ralized as he required Republicans to pay these fees. • . 

This co1.rrt of appeals of the city of St. Louis proceeded in defi
ance of all law, and without one vestige of authority, State or 
Federal, to sit for naturalization of aliens, because, forsooth, the 
Democratic clerk offered to the State committee to issue papers 
gratuitously. There is not an authority, so far as I know, in this 
country, and none has been called to my attention, which holds 
that a court o£ appeal.s can sit for the naturalization of aliens. 
On the contrary, it has been specifically held by the courts of 
South Carolina and of California that no such power exists. 

The authority is conferred by law upon the courts of common
law jurisdiction. Courts of appeal do not have common-law juris
diction within the meaning of that term as used in this statute. 
It has never been the practice in this country, so far as I know, 
to go to appellate tribunals for naturalization papers. This court 
was composed of three judges. They sat night after night in 
October, 1900, granting naturalization ·papers as high as five to 
six hundred a night. One of the judges of that court had too 
much decency and too much self-respect to sit during these pro
ceedings. But two of these judges sat there and granted these 
papers. Every ·paper thus issued was void for want of jurisdic
tion in the court. 

-.. 

But I propose to call attention to the proceedings of that tri- • ---
bunal and show that fraud was everywhere. The laws of the · 
United States provide that minors whose parents are naturalized 
during their minority are naturalized by the na:t-' -.ralization of 
the parents. The laws of the United States provide that per-
sons who come here under 18 years of age may take out both sets 
of papers at the same time. Minors as a body, coming here un-
der 16 years, are naturalized by the naturalization of their 
parents , the great body of them. Minors coming here over ~8 
years of age have no right to take out both papers at once. - .td 
so it is that those who take out both papers at once are substan-
tially confined to those who come here between 16 and 18 year 
of age. 

Now, what does the record show in this court in St. Louis? It 
shows that prior to October, 1900, only 218 persons in all have 
been naturalized in this court in its history; but in the month of 
October, 1900, 1,530 persons were naturalized. Of that number 
842 were naturalized adults and 688 were natm·alized as having 
come here minors under 18 years of age. In other words, nearly 
one-half of those naturalized in that court of appeals succeeded 
in getting second papers without producing first papers, upon the 
pretense that they came here under 18 years of age. 

It has been my privilege through a com·se of ten years to have 
some observation of what percentage of naturalizations are of 
persons who are entitled to take out both papers at once as having 
come here under 18 and what percentage have to wait two years 
between their papers, and I assert that it is the common experi
ence of everyone that not more than 5 to 10 per cent are entitled 
to take out both sets of pa:p~rs at once. But down at St. Louis~ of 
this body of Democrats naturalized in a court that had no juris
diction, substantially one-half of all pretended that they came here 
under 18 years of age, when if tliey came here under 16 most of 
them would have been naturalized by the naturalization of their 
fathers. It so happens that the years between 16 and 18, of all 
the years of man between 1 and 70, seem to be the years during 
.which mignttion takes place, and nearly one-half of all who came 
here came between 16 and 18 years of age. [Laughter.] . 

Has there ever been a record of a high judicial tribunal which 
bore upon its face more manifest evidence of fraud than this rec
ord to which I have referred? But these gentlemen collected 
$20,000 from the police force of the city of St. Louis alone with 
which to carry this election. Having by the police-commission 
law taken the police force out of the jurisdiction of the city of 
St. Louis and placed it in the control of the men appointed by a 
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Democratic governor, they put the screws on them and made 
them contribute more than 20,000 for the purpo e of debauching 
this particular election. 

But all these things would have been unavailing to overcome a 
Republican majority in this district. The police force went with 
the gangs of repeaters and kept off frdm them the deputy sheriffs 
and other people. The repeaters went about from polling pre
cinct to polling precinct, about 60 of them in a body, and cast 
their ballots, voting in these fictitious names; and not satisfied 
with that, the same r epeaters would simply go and change their · 
hats and coats and come back and vote again in the same pre
cinct, and this is abundantly established by direct evidence. 

Now, I want to call attention to a certain precinct and some 
facts concerning it-the second precinct in the Twenty-third 
Ward. A clerk of the elections came out from the polling place 
and he was asked bow many votes had been polled. He r eplied, 
140 votes. I know it is claimed that this is hearsay. It is an 

• official declaration, and I say it is part of the res gestre and is not 
. hear ay in _the ordinary sense of that term. I say he came out and 

ma.de that announcement. 
.• Mr. BOWIE. Is the gentleman referring to the Breitschuh 
testimony? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is shown by the Breitschuh testimony 
and a;n abundance of other testimony. At that time a cry went 
up," Here come the Indians; " and it appears in the testimony 
that down in this virtuous ·city of St. Louis that t.erm means re
peaters. ''Here come the Indians! ' ' And this Williams gang 
went in and voted, and when they had conpluded their voting 
there were 260 votes cast. · 

Mind you, I do not mean when they had voted once this was 
the result. These 'men went out and changed their coats and 
hats in the presence of respectable people in St. Louis and voted 
over again in the same precinct, giving new names. 

Eve1·y time that this gang came to a polling place there was 
passed out to each of them, as shown by the evidence, a sliJ> tell
ing his name and where he lived. When this crowd had got 
through voting in this second precinct of the Twenty-third Ward, 
there were, I say, 26.0 votes where there had been 140 when they 
commenced. An examination of the ballots showed that not a 
single vote from 140 to 260 was cast for the Republican candidate. 
By some strange mystery 120 Democrats in succession voted in 
this precinct. But that is not the only remarkable incident here .. 
Not a single one of these 120 names had any middle initial. A 
strange circumstance that, with probably nine-tenths or more of 
the American people in possession of two Christian names., not 
one of these 120 men who voted in succession had any middle 
initial. Of the voters in this precinct not shDwn by the McBur
ney canvass, 130 voted for Bntle1·. 

But there were other difficulties to be overcome in carrying out 
this enterprise than those I have indicated. Thel'e was the dan
ger that deputy sheriffs would lay their hands upon these mis
creants, and they were d1iven from the polls by the police force 
of St. Louis. But there was danger that Republican challengers 
would interfere with this pleasant pl'ocedure, and so, in precinct 
after precinct, they thl·ew out the Republican challenger and left 
nobody there to represent the Republicans except these Republi
can judges and clerks, who, as the returns show, voted the Dem
ocmtic ticket. 

But still there was fear that this corrupt police force had not 
done enough in contributing 20,000 to the fund to pay these re
peaters and in driving from the polling places in that district the 
deputy sheriffs, men having equal authority with themselves, 
and driving away the challengers. Squads o them went down 
to the polling place just as "the Indians" were coming, and 
cleared the way to see that no one interfered with them. 

Now, by these methods, by fraudulent naturalization, by void 
naturalization, by con-upt use of money, by fraudulent registra

. tion, by using repeaters, by every means known to man by which 
the ballot box may be debauched, they succeeded in carrying this 
election, as they claim, for James J. Butler. 

But all these things were not, they feared , sufficient. They 
knew they had taken 60 men from place to place, voting them 
everywhere-voting them twice in a single precinct. But still 
they were afraid that they had not stolen enough, and so a recan
vass of the vote shows that these judges and clerks of integrity 
stole more than 400 votes in the count. On the report as made 
out by the minority, not by the majority, we think they stole 
more than that. It further appears that some of these judges and 
clerks d13liberately turned out Republican ballots with the name 
of the Republican candidate for Congress erased before the ballots 
were delivered to the voter. It appears that one Republican judge 
wanted to challenge a voter, and while he was trying to prepare 
the challenge blank the Democratic judge took the man's ballot 
and put it in the box. 

Thus by corruption, thus by fraud, thus by force, thus by 
violence they succeeded in subverting the will of the people in 

the Twelfth distl'ict of Missouri. You ask me, Why did not the 
majority vote in favor of seating the Republican member, if this 
is all true? I will tell yon why. We ru:e not desirous of seating 
any Republican who is not entitled to his seat. We have shown 
by an abundance of testimony, sufficient to convince the most 
doubting, that at least 5,000 fraudulent votes were cast for 
James J. Butler; votes of men who had no existence, vote of men · 
who registered from disreputable houses, 30 of them to a house, 
and 100 of them to a block in which there was not are pectable 
house. One hundred of them at a tim_(3 registered from stables. 
11Ien mgistered from vacant lots, and men registered who, if they 
had located the number whe1·e it would have to be in order to 
correspond, it would have been in the middle of a public high
way. More than 5,000 fraudulent votes were thus ca: t for 
James J. Butler. 

Mo1·e than 400 were stolen from Horton in the count, but it 
does appear that there were 2,000 votes cast for Horton that 
could not be found in the census or in the McBurney canvass . 
There is no evidence of repeating. There is no evidence of fraud
ulent voting. There is no evidence of anything affecting Hor
ton's title, save only the fact that these voters can not be found
not as in Butler's case, proof of padded registration list; not as 
in Butler's case, proof of interference by the police; not as in 
Butler's case, partisan judges and partisan clerks allowing the 
same men to vote two or thl·ee times at a precinct. But there is 
enough doubt in the minds of the members of this committee as 
to whether Horton got those 2,000 votes fairly, so that we are un
willing to give him this seat. 

There is no doubt that the election of Butler is a scandalous 
fl:aud . There is some doubt whether Hort()Il was really elected · 
or not: whether he did not get some fraudulent votes, too. I have 
thought something upon this subject, and I am convinced that the 
chances are that some of these repeaters that our friends were 
using down there, some of them Abys inians, took the advice of 
"our peerless leader" and took Jim Butler's money and voted 
for Horton. I do not know whether that accounts for it or not. 
It may. There is not a particle of evidence tending to reflect 
upon Horton save only that he got these votes from people who 
are not found in the district. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit, I would 
state that the gen~ral explanation in St. Louis is that these people 
simply made a mistake in scratching their ballots. Instead of 
scratching the Democratic ballot, they scr3.tched Republican 
ballots, being illiterate men, unable to I"ead. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not know what the explanation is. 
That may be it. It may be that accounts for it, but there is no evi
dence, I say, reflecting upon Horton, aside from this mere canvass. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, 
I have listened with a great deal of interest to what the gentleman 
has stated. The committee, as I understand it, reports the seat 
to be vacant. 

Ml·. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. BARTLETTw And the majoiity of the committee do th.at, 

as I understand, because of the fact and from the evidence they 
arrive at the conclusion that the eleqtion was fraudulent, and that 
on account of the election being fraudulent~ the evidence not being 
sufficient to show for whom these f1·audulentvotes were cast, suf
ficient to declare either one or the other entitled to the seat. 
That is the theory upon which the majoiity p1·oceed, is it not? 
That is: you first determine from the evidence which you have 
stated- , 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; that is not the theory, if the gentle
man asks me that question. Perhaps I had better state that there 
is nD difficulty in telli:ng just exactly who cast every one of those 
fraudulent votes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask thegentlemanthisquestion? He 
has stated now something about the evidence with reference to 
certain fraudulent naturalization, some 1 ,500. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not all of them fraudulent. Some of 
them fraudulent~ but all of them illegal 

Mr. BARTLETT. Perhaps I should have said illegal-bn ac
count of want of jurisdiction. 

])!r. SMITH of Iowa. And fraudulent as to the character of 
many of the applicants. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, was there evidence before the com
mittee, or did the committee run it down far enough to see how 
many of those fraudulent or illegal naturalized voters voted for 
Butler and how many for Horton? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No. . 
Mr. BARTLETT. That was not ascertained before the com

mittee. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is before the committee, but you may 

well imagine that with the enormous number of votes in this 
case to find just how every individual voted is a matter of some 
difficulty. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have undertaken to do it, and that 
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prompted the question, because I wanted to know this fact. if 
the committee has been able to find out who voted then the com
mittee could sift the fraudulent votes from the legal votes. 

1\Ir. SMITH of Iowa. They can do that. I simply say they 
did not do it with reference to naturalization in the court of ap
peals. The law of Missouri requires every voter 's name shall be 
numbered, a.rul that his ballot shall have the same number upon 
it. Now, there are over 9,100 names registered that are not either 
upon the Federal census, taken the same time the registration 
comm.enced, or in. the McBurney canvas. Now, we can turn to 
the poll books and find the number of every one of those names 
and turn and find the ballot. that was cast by the person who 
claimed to be the man and find out just who he voted for. 

Mr. BARTLETT.. The gentleman says that the committee 
did not do that. 

1\Ir. SMITH of Iowa. I say they did do that, but did not do it 
with reference to the naturalization. list. They did do it with 
reference to this list of 9,100 fraudulent names upon this regis
tr·ation list, and they found that some of them were scared away 
by these warrants. that had been issued, and by the notices that 
had been sent out, and the list that had been published, showing 
who they were; but more than 7,000 of them voted at that elec
tion, and IQ.ore than 5,000 voted for Butler and 2,000 voted for 
Horton. 

M.r. BARTLETT. Then the committee has been able to find 
out who that number of fraudulent voters voted for. · 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. Deducting each. from tl}e man for whom they 

were cast, how does it leave the election? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If it was so deducted, and more than 

400 votes erroneously counted were- deducted, it would elect Hor
ton. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But the majority of the committee were so 
satisfied of the improprieties- and n·auds that were committed in 
the election that they determined that no man was legally elected, 
I tmderstand. 

1\f:r. SMITH of Iowa. We determined that we were uncertain 
as to whether theBe were fraudulent votes cast for Horton by 
procurement of himself or friends, or whether they were some. of 
Butler's repeaters who either did not know how to vote or de
cided to vote for Horton anyhow, because they were Africans, 
after taking Butler's money. We were uncertain, I say, whether 
Horton was in any sense responsible for these 2,000 votes thus 
cast fol' him, and we were unwilling to ask this ffouse, therefore, 
to seat him with apparently 2,000 fraudulent votes to his credit. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then, the committee were not able definitely 
to sift the fraudulent votes-from the legal and valid votes, so as 
to authorize them to say that anybody was elected? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; we were able tosiftthe fraudulent 
from the lega1 votes- all right; but whenM.r. Butler. ran a repeater 
up to the polls to vote in the name of a man who did not exist, 
and that repeater, either through ignorance_ or because-he was an 
African and wanted to vqte the REwublican ticket, took Butler's 
money and voted for Horton, we can not say whether Hor.ton 
was fairly elected or not. 

Mr. BARTLETT~ Do you. think he ought to stay boughtJl 
Mr. SMITR of Iowa. Why, I presume that is what you think. 
Mr. BARTLETT. No~ 1 do not say that. 
1\Ir. SMITH of Iowa. That is what- your side seems to think. 
MI·. RUCKER. Will the. gentleman from_ Iowa yield? 
Mr. SMITH of IOwa. Certainly. 
1\fr. RUCKER. I understood my colleague from Missouri 

[Mr. B.A.RTHOLDT] a moment ago to aid the. gen.tlemau. who now 
has the fi.oor in explaining the 2,000 votes that were cas-t fur Mr. 
Horton. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa.. Yes. 
1\fr. RUCKER~ As I understand~ the gentleman who.is now 

addre ing the. committee consented to that- as a possible explana
tion of it. 

1\.fr. SMITH of Iowa. That may be possible; yes. 
. Mr. RUCKER. Now, if I understood my colleague, he said 
that about St. Louis the general impression was that ignorant 
persons erroneously scratched the Democratic ticket when they 
intended to scratch the Republican ticket. Now. I should like 
to ask the gentleman in this connection how could that have been 
done in view of. the f.act that each political party had a ticket 
printed on a separate sheet of paper.? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As I understand the Missouri law, each 
voter receives all of the tickets- from the judges- of election. Is 
not that true? 

Mr. RUCKER.. He may do so. 
Mr. SMITH of. Iowa. He does- receive them. ordinarily,- does 

he not? 
Mr. RUCKER. Yes,_ ordinarily. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And goes and picks out the one he. wants 

to vote and hands it to the judge· of election. I do not see any 
difficulty about it. 

Mr. RUCKER. Now, the idea is that he mistakes the Repub
lican ballot for a Democratic ballot. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the suggestion that Mr. B.A.R
THOLDT made, and that, I said, might-possibly be the explanation, 

Mr. RUCKER. In other words, your idea is that these 2,000 
men wanted to vote- the Democratic ticket, but accidentally got 
the wrong ticket. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I told you I did not know how they came 
to vote that way. 

Mr. RUCKER. That is the gentleman's explanation. 
MI·. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit, those 2,000 

votes are admitted to have. been. fraudulent votes, cast by people 
whom we do not know and whom we can not identify, and most 
of them-a- good many of them-had been imported into the city 
of St. Louis from outside for the purposes of that election. 

Mr. RUCKER. Can the gentleman tell us in that connection 
when they were imported? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, I can tell you that fi·om my own. ex
perience and observation. 

Mr. RUCKER. I thought possibly you might, if you desired. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Weeks before the election the boarding 

houses along Market street and Chestnut street were filled with 
strangers who had never been seen before in the city of St. Louis. 
They were all used for the purposes of that election, and in ex
planation of what my colleague asks these tickets are handed out 
to each voter in bunches, as he is aware. 

Mr. RUCKER. · That is usually the case. 
Mr. BARTHOLDTL And of course it is not very difficult to 

explain that a repeater, a man who can not read the caption of 
the Republican or Democratic ticket, might mistake the ticket 
and intend to vote the Democratic ticket, but actually vote the 
Republican ticket. · 

Mr. RUCKER. I would make this. suggestion: I never heard 
of a Republican Gandidate. making such a grievous error as to 
buY. men_ who did not know enough to vote the right ticket after 
being bought. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Did not know how to vote the right 
ticket! Did. not your candidate on the Democratic ticket advise 
men to take the money and then go and vote their own ticket? 

MI·. RUCKER. I say that any man who says the last Demo
cratic candidate for the Presidency advised men to sell their votes 
utters a foul slander, which I do not believe the gentleman from 
Iowa in rends or is capable of doingr 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He said, " Take thmr money and vote as 
you choose.'' I do not mean he ever advised men to- sell their 
votes, because at the time he was advising them to vote for him
self. Of course-, he- never advised them to .sell their votes. He 
was trying to get them 'to vote for him. 

Mr. RUCKER. I do not believe. that he ever told them that. 
Mr. SlfiTH of Iowa. You do not? 
Mr. RUCKER. Did you ever hear him say it? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I neve1: heard him say so. 
1\fr. RUCKER.. I do not think any-other man ever heard him. 
Mr. SMITH. of Iowa. It has been stated in. the press time and 

again and never questioned. 
Mr. RUCKER. I question it now. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was never questioned. 
l1r. RUCKERr He is too great- a man to question every po

litical falsehood that may be circulated_ thr.ough. Republican 
papers. .. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I trust that he is too great a man to tol
erate such a charge. against him without denying it if false. 

Mi. RUCKER. It would take a man a lifetime to answer all 
Republican s-landers. 

Mr. MANN. He is still-their leader. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In some polling pTecincts, in order that 

this iniquity might b9 carried on with greater safety, they pasted 
newspapers all over the windows clear up to the ceiling, to pre
vent anyone from by any possibility discovering the fi·aud , from 
seeing it, and then. carried it out according to their sweet will 
and pleasure. 

Colonel Butler was the boss of. the Democratic party of the city
of St. Louis. He conducted this marvelous campaign by which 
there was a reversal of 6,000 in the vote in tha t district. I need 
not refer to the reputation of this distinguished Democratic leadeT. 
I say that no man can read his record without coming to the con
clusion that this whole election was a travesty. So when gentle
men ask 1\IcBm:ney, "If Mr. Hennings roomed at the Jeffer on 
Club, then your canvasser was not correct? " He ..,aid ' Of course 
it was not, if he lived there; but I did not find him. " They never 
produced any evidence that he lived at the Jefferson Club. They; 
proved their case by the question put to the witness-and never by 
the answer. Witness- after witne s was brought up and testified 
that he lived. in the house designated as the home of some of these 
fraudulent voters and swore that no such person ever lived in ·that 
place. 

Witness after witness comes upon the stand and swears that 
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he lives next door to a certain place where voters registered from, 
and no such person lives there at all. That is one of the things 
repeated by this contestee. No witnesses are called by him to 
disprove any of these grave charges; not a syllable of evidence is 
furnished to this House tending to strengthen his case. Sus
picious at least. We should have supposed that he would have 
regarded some of these circumstances. If these men existed, why 
did he not bring in just a few of them so that we could look at 
them. 'But witnesses living in the very house from which the 
registry was made swore no such person ever lived there, persons 

"living in houses adjoining those from which persons were regis
tered swore that these people never lived there. Not one syllable 
of evidence is brought by this contestee to refute that charge. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
evidence in this case is that when it was alleged that certain 
voters who were alleged to have voted for the contestee did not 
live at the place at which they were registered that no other per
son answering to the description either by name or otherwise 
was produced to say that he did vote for Mr. Butler? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No. A woman would come on the stand 
from a house where a man was registered and voted for Butler, 
and swear that no such man lived there at that time, and never 
lived there, and there was no evidence brought in to show that 
he had ever lived there. 

·Mr. BARTLETT. You never asked for the voter. Why did 
not they produce him if he really voted? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That was what we were trying to find 
out. We never could get them to produce them. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not one? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not one. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Not one? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not one. [Laughter.] There were 

9,000, and not one produced; 9,180, and not one produced. 
Mr. MANN. I think there was one produced. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. One produced. There was one pro

duced. I beg the gentleman's pardon. - There were 9,179 who 
were not produced. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEVILLE. Will the gentlemen permit an inten-uption? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. NEVILLE. How much majority does the evidence show 

in favor of Butler? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Three thousand five hundred. 
Mr. NEVILLE. ..t\nd you say that there were 9,000 fraudulent 

votes cast? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I did not say so. I said there were 

9,180 fraudulent registrations. 
Mr. NEVILLE. And how many fraudulent votes? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. A little over 7,000. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. How does the gentleman account for 

the fact that the contestee only got 3,000 majority, if there were 
cast 9,000 fraudulent votes? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have told the gentleman that there 
were only between 7,000 and 8,000 fraudulent votes, and theRe
publicans had 2,300 majority in the previous election, and these 
fraudulent votes were enough to overcome that majority and give 
Butler 3.500. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What became of the other 2,000? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I told the committee that 5,000 and odd 

of those votes were found by examination of the ballots to have 
been cast for Butler, and about 2,000 for Horton, making the 7 ,000. 

Mr . . SHACKLEFORD. They were split up, then? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have explained the best I know how. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say in conclusion that we have been 
hearing a great deal lately a bout imperialism. I want to say that 
the enemies of republican liberty and of republican ~nstitutions 
are not those who seek to carry them across the waters to the 
people beyond our western sun. The people who are the enemies 
of republican institutions and republican liberty are those who 
procure fraudulent naturalization; those who procure fraudulent 
registration; those who procure fraudulent votes to be cast; those 
who by force and violence subvert the will of the people at the 
ballot box; those who debauch the whole election machinery until 
i·epublican government at home becomes naught but a mockery. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Before the gentleman takes 
his seat I want to ask him a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Very well. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I want to ask the gentleman 

from Iowa if he will not modify his statement he made against 
the last Democratic candidate for President. I understood that 
it was said that he advised those men that were supposed to be 
intimidated into wearing the McKinley button to wear the but
ton and vote the Democratic ticket, and I do not believe it was 
ever charged that he advised them to take money for voting one 
way and then vote the other. I ask the gentleman if he will not 
modify the .statement by omitting the charge as he has alleged it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. My recollection is the other way. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. My recollection is that he only 

told them that if they insisted on wearing the buttons to wear 
them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was the farthest from my intention to 
slander Colonel Bryan. _ 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I think it only applied to those 
men -yvho were employed by large corporations, which corporations 
requrred them to wear the McKinley button, and that there never 
was a charge made against him that he told them to take the 
money and then vote the other way. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to say that I have no desire to 
say anything unjustly reflecting upon Colonel Bryan. My recol
lection is as I stated. If I am mistaken, then I am ready to with
draw the remark. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I ask the gentleman to with
draw it now, or put in his speech some publication·,.from some 
newspaper making the charge. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not able, Mr. Speaker, at this time, 
after the lapse of years to produce any newspaper article making 
that charge. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, then, upon that sort of a vague recol
lection is the gentleman willing to slander a good man? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman chooses to call it a 
slander, I have nothing to reply. I have not said that I made the 
statement on any vague recollection. I believe it to be true, as I 
have stated. I have said that I could not produce the proof at 
this moment, and if I am mistaken I wish to withdraw it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You do not know it yourself? You can not 
get any witness to it? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Can the gentleman give the name of any 
reputable newspaper that published such a charge? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think they all made the charge. 
Mr. VANDIVER. But you can not give the name of one? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think they all made the charge. 
Mr. · CLAYTON. The charge, if ever made, is false and slan

derous, and the gentleman from Iowa ought to know it to be so. 
Mr. VANDIVER. The gentleman can not give the name of a 

single paper. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A I!lessage from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes "of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.14019) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the Gov
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

ELECTION CONTEST-HORTON AGAINST BUTLER. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interro
gate my colleague on the committee, the gentleman f1·om Ala
bama, as to how much time he now desires. 

Mr. BOWIE. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
Mr. Butler told me this morning that he was very sick. I saw 
him in bed, and he looked like he was sick. I have a certificate 
:fl·om his physician to that effect. Mr. Butler told me he did 
not want to come here if it was possible to avoid it, but he said if 
the case was called and entered into consideration of it, notwith
standing the advice of his physician to the contrary, he was going 
to come here. 

I have been looking for him to come here. That is the last 
word I had from him. I sent his secretary to him a half or three
quarters of an hour ago to find out whether he was coming. I 
have not yet heard. If Mr. Butler should come, he has a speech 
that he wants to read. · He says that he is not strong enough to 
deliver it. That will take an hour. I can not possibly discuss 
this case in less than an hour or an hour and a half. 

Mr. TAYLER· of Ohio. Why not take two hours and a half on 
each side? 

Mr. BOWIE. That would carry the question over until to
morrow? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Yes, sir. 
· Mr. BOWIE. Well, I am perfectly willing to agree to that 

with the understanding that if Mr. Butler should come and 
should want more time than this arrangement contemplates, he 
may have it. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on this case continue for five hours altogether, the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BOWIE] controlling one half of 
the time and I the other half: one hour having been consumed on 
our side-five hours in all. 

Mr. BOWIE. But the arrangement should be subject to this 
provision, that if Mr. Butler should come here we may ask that 
the time be extended for another hour. 

I 
l 
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Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Of course Mr. Butler's speech will be 

on the side of the contestee--
Mr. BOWIE. I understand that; but I want it understood 

that there shall be more time allowed on our side if he should 
come and want more. • 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Of course if there is a situation that 
makes it necessary, we can act accordingly. But I think the gen
tlemen on the other side can cut their cloth to fit his needs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. NEVIN). The gentleman 
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that debate on this case be 
closed in five hours, two hours and a half being allowed on each 
side, and the one hour already consumed being counted as part 
of the five hours. · 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I think we ought to have another hour. 
Missouri wants to be heard on this question. 

Mr. TAYL_ER of Ohio. Well , make it six hours. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request is for six hours' de

bate, three hom·s on each side. 
· Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. And at the end of that time that the 

previous question shall be considered as ordered upon the resolu
tion and substitute. 

Th SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks that at the 
expiration of six hours the previous question be ordered on the 
resolution. In the absence of objection this order will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated by the gentleman 
[Mr. SMITH of Iowa] who has just closed his remarks that the evi
dence in this case shows that more than 9,000 persons were illegally 
registered in the Twelfth Congressional district ifi the city of St. 
Louis at the last election. Now, before categorically denying the 
statement that the legal evidence in this case shows any such fact 
as that, I wish to correct the gentleman and say that the McBurney 
canvass, to which he alludes, and which, as I insist, constitutes 
the whole basis and fabric of this case, shows not 9,000 fraudulent 
regi.stratiqns, but, if that canvass be true, it shows a fraudulent 
registration in six of the wards of 14,088, in precincts covering 
barely more than one-half of the district. And it was stated dur
ing the oral argument before the committee that the only reason 
that that canvass did not extend through the whole district w·as 
that they did not have sufficient time in which to make the can
vass, and that the information which they had was that the false 
registration in the remaining precincts of the district was just as 
great proportionately as it was in the portion they did examine. 
So that if the statement be true there is, according to the theory 
on which the majority base their case, upon which the contestant 
bases his case, more than 24,000 fraudulent registrations in one 
Congressional district in the city of St. Louis; not 9,000, not 
14,700, but over 24,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert without the fear of successful con
tradiction that if' this were a case to be tried before the Supreme 
Court or in a circuit court, as against which an appeal to the 
Supreme Court would lie, that instead of 24,000 fraudulent regis
trations l)e~g shown by this evidence to exist in this one district 
the legal and competent evidence in this record would not show 
200. I expect to demonstrate that to any fair-minded man who 
will do me .the honor to listen to the analysis of the case that has 
been presented in behalf of the contestant. · 

In the first place I assert the proposition that when they say that 
in less than two-thirds of the election precincts in one Congres
sional district there were 14,088 fraudulent registrations they 
assert a proposition which challenges the credulity of any human 
being. It is a thing which on its face we know is not true, and 
it never happened in the Twelfth Congressional district of Mis
souri at the last election. It never happened anywhere on earth
that is, in the United States, at least; never in any Congressional 
district-that more than 50 per cent of the total registration is 
fraudulent. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of this House for a 
few moments to what the accusation of 14,088 fraudulent names 
means . These figures are obtained from page 67 of the brief of 
contestant's counsel in this case. I quote the table, as follows: 

Ward. 

~-. --------------------------------------
5.----------- ----------------------------
6.---------------------------------------

14.----------------------- ----------------
15. --------------- ------------ ------------
23. -- -- -- ----------- ----------------------

TotaL .... _____ ................ ___ _ 

Regis-
tered. 

3,673 
4, 771 
5,114 
4,944 
4,052 
4,913 

---
?:7,467 

Not found. 

McBur- Census. In either. ney. 
---------

2,092 2,313 "1,598 
3,111 3,139 2,~ 
1,618 1,885 
2,469 2,906 2,042 
1,600 1,881 1,060 
1,518 1,964 · 1,110 

---------
12,411 14,088 9, 2{)9 

Now let us a~alyze the meaning of these figures. If out of 
27,467 names registered 14,088 are fmudulent, we find the leg1ti-

mate registration only 48.7 per cent of the total. Now, the com
plete registration in . the district was 4 7, 752. Take 48.7 per cent 
of this total registration and we find the legitimate registration 
to be only 23,255 in the whole district. Now, the population of 
the district in June, 1900, was 179,767, and the ratio of legitimate 
registration to population according to this contention is only 12 
per cent. The mere statement of this proposition ought to be 
enough to show its absurdity, but I offer other testimony which, 
in my judgment, clin~hes it beyond all peradventure. • 

We have the census of the United States, which shows, first, 
the population of that district in the month of June, 1900, all 
told; second, the male population over 21 years of age in that 
Cong1·essional district. We have the same with reference to 
every Congressional district in the United States. Now, if there 
were either 14,000 or 24,000 fraudulent names upon the registra
tion list, it would swell the total proportion of registration in this 
Congressional district higher than in any other in the Union, for 
no Representative on this floor will admit that in his district any 
such condition of affairs exists. It will be the highest percentage 
of any in the United States. 

If there were 14,000 fraudulent names, the result of it would 
be that there would be more names registered than the census of 
the United States showed were there. because we know, as a mat
ter of fact, that in a closely contested election in a great city like 
St. Louis they always register from 80 to 90 per cent of the pos:.. 
sible vote, and oftentimes more, and if you add to the legitimate 
registration, which, running between 80 and 90 per cent and in 
some cases a little over in less than two-thirds of the election 
precincts of the district, 14,088 names, we will have the case that 
in this Congressional ·district there were- registered largely more 
names than the census showed lived there. Well; now, what 
does the census show y;rith reference to that proposition? In the 
first place, a-s already shown, the population of the Twelfth Con
gressional district is 179,767. The total registration in that dis:. 
trict is 47,752; the percentage which that registration bears to the 
total population is barely 0.26. "' 

I am speaking of the registration, mind you, and not the vote. 
Unfortunately there are some wards that are fractional wards in 
this Cong1·essional district, as there are in the other two Con
gressional districts in the city of St. Louis, but we have eight 
wards that are complete-eight full wards in this district. The 
population of males over 21 years of age, as shown by the official 
returns of the census, is limited to the full wards, and hence the 
percentage can not be carried into the fractional wards, but the 
fractional wards offset each other throughout the city. Now, in 
the eight full wards of the Twelfth Congressional district there 
were male inhabitants over 21 years Qf age, according to the cen
sus of the United States, a total of 48,704. There were only 
38,439 of these who registered, making more than 10,000 less reg
istered voters in eight wards of this district than the census 
showed lived there three months before the election; 10,000 less. 
There were only 33,397 who actually voted. 

Now, what else do we find? We find that the proportion of 
registered males oyer 21 years of age to the total in these wards 
of this district is 78.9 per cent. The proportion of vote to popu· 
lation in this district-they claim over 7,000 fraudulent votes-is 
only 68.5 per cent, showing that 31.5 per cent of the total male 
population over .21 years of age in that district never voted. 
Twenty-one per cent never registered. What does further com:.. 
parison show? It is not claimed that in the Tenth Congressional 
district of St. Louis there is any evidence to show there was· any 
fraud in the registration. Upon the contrary the assertion was 
made in the oral argument before the committee by the co1.uisel for 
the contestant that they had tested some wards and precincts in 
the Tenth and the Eleventh districts, now represented by Repub
licans on this floor, with their celebrated McBurney canvass, and 
it run about even, about natural, what it ought to be 

Now, let us apply that test. In the district represented by the 
gentleman who is now looking at me [Mr. BARTHOLDT] the total 
registration of males over 21 years of age was 78 per cent-within 
a fraction of 1 per cent of the same as the registration in Mr. 
Butler's district. In Mr. Joy's district, the Eleventh, it was 
78.5 per cent, or within four-tenths of 1 per cent of the same, 
going by full wards, you understand, because I have not got the 
registration by fractional wards as bearing on males over 21 years 
of age. Now, when we come to the vote, when you take the case 
of the Tenth district, we find that the vote was 72.5 per cent of 
the total male population over 21 years of age. In Mr. JOY's dis
trict it was 73.5 per cent, and in Mr. Butler's district it was 68.5 
per cent; right there, three districts, side by side, in the same city, 
two of them represented by Republicans and elected under this 
same law as Mr. Butler was elected under, and their registration 
is within a fraction of 1 per cent of the same, and their vote is in 
one case 4 per cent more and in the other 5, and yet they tell us 
that there _were 14,000 n:a~dul~nt. registrations and 7,500 fraudu:. 
lent votes m the DemoCiatlc distr1ct. 
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MvBAR'TIHOLDT. Will the~gentleman rpardon me? I .have 
figures..here:to show-- _ 

..:Mr. BOWIE. rSo have I. 
'Mr ·' BARTHOLDT. ·."That-the-totaLincrease in:j;he :Republican 

and Democratic -vote~in.;:the -Butrer•...district w.as something ov.er 
12,000 votes; rwhile.in -th-e . .adjoining districtr the .district;which .I 
have the:h:onor to represent--

f1\Ir. BOWIE. Doos the gentleman-say that the total increase 
in the-votes·-was -12,000? 
J\Ir. ~BARTHOLDT. ··_The.inCl·ease. in the total vote w.as:12,000. 
·:Jr1r. ·BOWIE . . At what election? 
..Mr .. B.ARTHOLDT. ·The increase.of .th.e::Democratic and ~Re

publican vote. 
· r. BOWIE . . :A.t.what election? 

. .:,Mr. "BA"'RTHOLDT. ·.Nineteen hundred. 
_Mr. 'BOWIE. Over-what election? 
~Mr. BARTHOLDT. Over the-preceding election. 
.Mr. ·BOWIE. Oh! 
"Mr. •.BARTHOLDT. -while in the -adjoining district, which I 

have the honor to represent, a district which has ,a..m.uch.larger 
population, the increase -is but 9,000, ·and in.'Mr. Joy's district:the 
increase is but·7 ,500. _And the increase. in the party vote..makes · 
it: still mqre.apparent. The party vote has increased-evenly in my 
.district, and so it has-in Mr. Joy's dist1·ict, while in Mr~·.Butler's 
district a: Republican majority of 2,500 was wiped out,and a "Dem
ocratic majority of 3,500 substituted. 

Mr. BOWIE. "I . thank thee;:Uhoderick, for that-word." In 
the Twelfth Congressional disti'ict·of'the city of St. -Louis, in 1896, 
when the election waS-held under.the celebrated-and ·much~lauded 

-:Filley law, the vote was only 2,000 less than it was in 1900 under 
.the much-denouncedN esbit law. - Those were --presfdential years, 
.and it is fair-to compare them. And when you run the c01]1pari
son down furthm.·' -yon· will una that, .making allowance for the 
incroase of population ·between 1896 arid 1900 at·the same ratio as 
the population increased between.1890..and 1896-.in ·other words, 
propo"Ltioning the increase of population fail'ly between.the ·two 
periods~ the vote and theTegistration under .the Filley law in t896 
:in this district was.hlgher than it was in 1900 under .the NesbitJ.aw. 
: Mr. BARTHOLDT. :Has the gentleman-taken into considera
. tion the- fact that -this district · is .a business ·dis.triot, situated in 
,the heart of the city: and that a migration has taken place from 
these business wards out into the outskirts on .account of the 
.rapid-transit facilities :which have been inaugurated in the city, 
.so that-the .increase .in the district .represented by .Mr. ~Butler is 
naturally not as large as it would be in other districts? 

Mr.lBOWIE. Well, I .do not know anything.a.bo.ut.that ·but.! 
say thatthe.reoord shows -that the votein-1896, mrder the:Filley 
la-w, was a. ·gTeater per cent 'to the-total population than it -wasin 
1900, . .nnder he.Nesbitlaw. 

:New, I.rwant to oallthe:attention-Of the ·members.of this.House 
to some fnrther figures which Lhave on that -siibject. :The gen
'tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. BID:TH.of Iowa] claims 
that there ,are over 9.,000names·not found either. by.the ·censns or 
,the McBurney canvas, .14;000 not found -by~CBurney, :and over 
.12,000.not .feund by the census, ·9,900 not found by either. ~ow, 
.bear in miruLthe .fact that :Mr .. Bntler's total votein.proportion 
,to the·male population was ·68.& per cent, and that his total-regis
tration to male- .population was 78 9. Now,·.let me ·apply those 
. same :figm·es to the Congressional.distriot of~the.gentleman who 
lhas just ,argued this · case on behalf :of the majority. I ha-ve the 
.official :figures of ·the Ninth _Jowa district. That district had a 
,population in June, 1900, of .202~253, <and of males over 21, '56,135, 
!With ..a to.tal vote of. 47 t858. I have not the registration, but the 
!total vote: JThe,percentage of votes-to population is 23.6, or mm·e 
than it was in Butler!s .disti·ict. -:The percentage -of votes to males 
over 21 years .oLage-was 85.2, r.against 68~5 ~in Butle1·'s district. 
And yet there is...nobody charges .that there .were.either 7,000 or 
-9;000 or 1(000 or 12,000 fraudulent votes in his district. ~And it 
shows ,a• larger per cent of votes to population ·and.a· much larger 
J?er cent:of votes to male populatic:m over 21-years 'Of .age. 

And I want to .carry the comparison..alittle further. I want-to 
take the ·case of the Eighteenth Ohio district, represented by the 
"distinguished chairman of this. committee. [Mr_ :TAYLER of Ohio]. 
.lT.he percentage of that vote·to :population was.24.6, or 1..6 per cent 
..more than it was in this ·district;-:and the peTcentage of ' votes of 
. males over 21 was 82.4, or .about 4 per. cent.more"than·the regis
-tration in-.Butler1s disti'ict. 

.Take another one, the Tenth Iridiana district,..represented by the 
.gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMP ACKER]. :The percentage of 
v~tes. to. population is 26-.2, or more than 3 per cent greater. The 
,per cent of votes to males over 21 is 88.31 against 68.5 of vote, or 
"78.9 of registi·ation in Butler's. 

In every case that I have cited the per cent of votes to males 
:over 21-yearsof age is greater than the per ·cent of registration to 
.males over ·21 years of .age in Butler's district. 

I could carry it further. I ·conld take the district represented by 

.General GRQSVENOR, of Ohio, w.here the percentage of votes .was 
89:2 of males·over -21 years Of age and the percentage of ·votes to 
pQpulation was .24.1. I could take .a number ·of :others-which I 
have.here, -·which:'I wilLnot ~take the"time to refer to, but I dare 
assert this proposition. "'That·in a hotly contested election, in what 
we call -the close States of this count1·y, that in 'more th~n·two
thirds of•them,inover·half of the.disti'icts-represerited by;Repub
licans.in this ~House, the percentage of-votes wa8 gr·eater ' than it 
was in.""Butler!s, and the. percentage of· votes in many of them was 

..greater than'the,percentage of the registration in~Butler's. 
.Now, !.have-shown that, with these facts staring us in the'face, 

I~ assert that it was a :physical impossibility for this hing · to ~be 
true. Here was a Republican district, they say . . Jt has gone 
Republican three times in twenty years. Here isadi trictwhich 
has gone Republican three times .. in twenty years, the last two 
prior to this being ' Republican . . Here ·was .a closely conte ted 
election, in. a city-wheTe everybody lives within a few hundred 
yards of the polling place,·and only 68-per cent of the tota~ ·po i
ble vote was cast, and only 78 per cent of the total .possible regis
tration was-made. I say that it staggers ·any body's credulity to 
say·that there were 14,000 fraudulent -registrations under those 
circumstances, or even 9,000 . 

. Ncrw,:-what ·eise -:dolWe find? -The idea df 14;ooo·fraudulent reg
istrations -is based ·upon a JlOlitical canvass made ·by paid em
ployees of ·the ttorneys of the contestant. "'They·took about six 
or seven days to make it. The canvassers:were 'paid the munifi
·cent sum of 2 ·cents -a name. ltwas·made six months after the 
census was-taken. It was "'llade in the morith of Decembm·, when 
the-town -was ·:full of people as compared-with -what it would be 
in June. "There· were more -people, as ·lJverybody knows, in ·the 
city of St. Lolrisin.December, 1900, than therewere:in June, 1900; 
and yet ·what does -this :canvass show in ·1the ·eight wards orthe 
city ·of St. Louis? It shows in ·the eightwaids ·of the city of St. 
-Louis ·that MT.'.McBurney:found 9,000·less-people than were found 
by the census in June. !•will read it-by wards . 

. -McBurney found in the-Third-Waid-5,612 males over 21 years 
of age. The ·census, -·si:x:months before, found 6,522. 
~In the Four.th Ward •1\IcBurney..ifound 3,553; the census found 

' 5 ~517. 
·In he'Fifth Ward MCBurney found 4~032; the ·census found 

5,833. 
In the Sixth'Wa1·d McBurney found 5;285; 'the census fou:n'd 

"6,260. 
In the Fou..-rteenth "'W.ard '1\fcBu-rney 'fo-und 4,291; the census 

found 5,351. 
In the"FifteenthWard :McBurney fonnd4!465; the census found 

5;979. ' 
~In the 'Twenty-seconUWard~McBrtrney found 5,491; the census 

found-5,963. . 
·m the "Twenty-third Ward :McBurney found "5;209; Hthe census 

found 5,454. . · 
.Total in eightwards'found·byMcBnrney,·37;-938; bythe census, 

·46;940; or~9;002mora'lllale inhabitants over 21 years of;age found 
--by-the ·censns-i:n June than by McBurney's canvassers in· the same 
t~ritory m:Becember of the ·same·year . 

Now, 1\Ir .~speaker--
-Mr. WILLI.NM·w. KITCHIN. ·Will the gentleman •allow me 

to-ask him .a question Tight there? 
··MI·. BOWIE. Certainly . 
-,:MT. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Is the cottectness of McBur· 

ney's·canvass essential to the success of the contestant? 
'Mr. 'BOWIE. ':Assuredly. 
:Mr. MANN. ·."Oh, well-=-will the ge-ntleman yield? 
:.Mr. BOWIE. ·certainly. 
'MT. M:ANN. 'The contestant 'or the report would be sustained 

·e-ither upon thei.McBntney canvass·m·the census-canvass. Is that 
-not·so? 

Mr. BOWIE . • No, sii·. 
"Mr.'MA:NN. W-OUld it not be sustained upon the census can

c-v.ass? 
·Mr.-BOW1E. ·:t-r o, siT. 
'Mr. MANN. ·noes the gentleman claim that· the census can

vass does not show that there are at least 9;ooo registered voteTs 
not found by. the census officials? 

Mr. BOWIE. ·Why; certainly, on the compilation as they state 
it to·ug it shows that there were 12,000 . 

· fr. MANN. Is it not a fact that thel'e were at least 9,000 
voters who·were registeTed who were-not found on the census 

· canvass in. this :·district? 
3Ir. BOWIE. ·Speaking truthfully, no; speaking litet·ally, ac

cording ·to the ·compilation as .made, yes; and . I will explain 
·myself. The census shows· that in eight full wards, which I read 
. a while ago:andwhieh I have in my hand, there were 10,000 more 
people over 21 years of age there in June, 1900, than were I"egis· 
tered in November, 1900. In other words, the register was 10,000 
short in eight-wards; and the fact is, as I ·e.xpect'to demonsti·ate, 
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that there were a great many people--and '·the-evidence-shows it 
in this record-who movedr between t the ; tim&--whim ~the . censm; 
was. t.aken1and the: time registration··was ·closed; there- were -:peo
ple who"l:J:Ot ~onJy ·moved; bnt: people·who· 'died; ·not•only-people 
who "died,..but mistakesweremaidejn the ·cenSllS and.in-theT~gis
tration; so-that :- truthfully.speakingr the· statement the .gentleman 
makes :is not a: fact. 

! N0ow, who :is1to .sa"Ylh~w:many men~moved· in -the city of St. 
-Lonis in. these threern1enths? Wl;1.0 · :is -= to ' say how , many .men 
Jdied? Who.ia t<Lsayihowmany;:mistakeS'Were. made by the. com
pilers? lWho .is : to : sa~how.; manyilllistakes -were made by the 
·enn:merators? ·· Who-is~ to- say.·.how..m.any.mistakes were made by 
, the -registl!ars? '"-There, is net .a; s~gle thing. in the .alleged discrep-

:'Mr.-".:MANN. -.Well ,:. that :is an -arg:crment. "'!::did ·not-want' the 
gentleman -oo!be:rmisled. !Is- it'1not a fact· thati'tihere;were··9,000 

·names of: persons ontthcrregistration list-'Whose·:addresseswere-not 
fourid-by the census officials under: thesena.mes? 

"~Mr.rBOWIE . . ·At these;addresses. ,That..is what is said by the 
pompilers. l do- not 'dispute· it;"nor :do~ I know.anything- ·~bout it. 

' Mr."·M:ANN. ~ IruideJ:·stood the·gentleman"did not di!)-p.ute it; we 
all know it to be a fact; but I thought his ·answer to tbe..-gentle

. man 'froni N-orth. Oar&lina. was mislea~g;in. that-respect. 

ancy between -:the ,·cens-.:ts •aruli the ·re.gistration :.inconsistent with 
perfect honesty and fairness. :Now, the gentleman-says· that they 
.da.not re_ly -~ponr the ~·McBurn~y. canvass~· and-yet th~y make' the 
'McBurney canvass· the basis of their report, declaring that Horton 
is.notentitled;to:a:seat orrthis ,floor. :. It runs through all tha.-ar
·gument.of 'connsel 'from·beginning roend; cand runs.through the 
majority report in this case in more than a dozen. instances. 

'Now, what is the.-:McBuxney canvass? · I w.ant to-Tead:'yeu :what 
;'MJ.·. 'lMcBur:ney:. said l his canv-ass was. :·Eread from. the. testimony 
.as printed on page 269 of' the record: 

· Mr .. WffiLIAM";W, :KITQHIN. "Let rme aSk ·· the gentleman 
froiiD.. n ,.:._0.;s ~.:~ 088_ he· depend .r.n·the correctness .0 1!... the ,,. .. 0. B~·:trney -Q. ·What; it any, inform.ation.had you concern:in~ the -population in various 

.L.L.Ltll Cl. u v J. :.ru. ·.. . districts and parts-of the city by. w.h:ieh. you -could Judge whether the returns 
"report? of these men were accurate or not? 

M:r. MANN. So far as I am concerned, I do not depend on the A. I did not have any. I had them, but I did not compare them. 

·correctness10f. the~MeBurn~y-report. - ·:A:gain, I : read from ·. pa;ge:27{). Mr:McBm'ney was asked· this 
3Mr.'·TAYL.ER of Ohio. tlf I may answer that_,.,and I think the question: 

·.gentleman. from'N.orth Carolina wants information~! am: s.m·e the · Q. '-Now~· you say the· canvassers returned ta y{)u certain houses as vacant 
gentleman· from ;Alabama .does n{)t inteiid. to• .give .. anything · but · What did you·doin such a case in: order to test the origina.t-report of the ea.n
·his -view of= the. case. ·we -d{)· not··deperid; in any serious sense, vassers? 
.npon the :McBurn.ey canv.ass. UtJ is : a . mere'l incident in. this . in_ A : Well, the original report of the canvassers was taken and jotted· on the 

~regist?ation list oppositetheregistra.tion. 
-quiry. Onr conclusion-:-and. I ~speak~fol!-five o£1 my colleagues- ' Q ' 'in-such cases.. did you;.seud 'OUt a second, tim a in order to get informa.
wo-uld be;:as···certa:i:nly,-what. it: isl lllOWdf•the : McBur.ney. canvass tion about those....houses..tha.t.·were reported vaca.nt,if~in . .fact, it appeared 

~.had neyerobeen taken. from the registration list that a;ny persons were r~gistered from those houses? · 
"Mr. WffiLIA:M·W. ·KITCHIN. iDoes .the ~.gentleman. contend _A. No, sir. . ~ _ 

that the..MCBurney; canvass is correct? -~ow I want_ to . read from the testimony of ·Mr. Moone, as 
.iMr. TAYLER of Ohio. ·I think it is:practically.correct--as cor- ~·:pnnted on page.331 o:tthe'record: 

"Teet· as ·any.'Wcll~ taken. 'directory<.rw:ould a be ~ bu~ I~ think there· .are I obtaine!f~went. to the d<_:>oLand obtained .alll the informa.tio;n _.nec~BSa;l'Y 
.. objecti{)ns-that .:are , ~:nnlicable to~ the :MeBrmneyt oanv.ass' techni- under. the. mstructions, ca.llin~ tor the. names. of· every male li_vmg. m ~he 

• • ""'r.t' .lloll£8 at that date of the.age·of' 21 or over. I always got the mformation 
Cally considered. through tho parties, the head of the family, or.·whoever came to the door. 

CMr. WThLMMW. ~,KITCHIN_. 1I .un:de:r~d ·.the .·gentleman On page 33- he was asked: 
from 'Alabamathas.showrrconchtsiVely~that the·McBu:rney canv.ass <> 
~an not be:·correct i.f .any:-r~liance ·caJI· be placed onr the census. ~ Q .. Did -you receive .any information or instruction·--when you went out· 

.,_'fr. T ' A·.'U'T 'r;TR of 0.,1· 0 . Oh,' I~ thinktthe ll' ~'D---ey ·c<>·-rrn:ass .1.8 theseiirst six days, or at any other time, to_ma.keinquiries as tO'whether the 
;.u .n. L LJ.n. ~ 'l.un.w..u Q<J.1.. men whose names you would.find .a.t.certairriiWllbers-were::- registered from 

practically con-ect; I think it is the most acClil'ate· thing c of r its there or lived there on election day and prior thereto? 
~kind. A. No, su·; nothing .was-:Said a.bout-election.day. 

JMr.'WILLIAMW.~CHIN. !Butit,shows a ·discrepaney of mSe~J. dfcidt~~li~ei;:it1'~~!~i:ti=ction and the sble.inquiries·-you 
~several thousand betweerrthat and the::-census. . A. At that time. 

1·Mr. ·TA.YLER of Ohio . .:' But'that:;is~as easily demonstl!ated nn - Q .. Nsm.ely~.the day. you visited.the.house? 
·· the otherside ,as .m:y fniench.demonstrates:,~t mi his: side. l lt is one -~ .. I~~ ~~u commenced about the 20th of December? 
~· of th{)se interesting logical processes. - A.7I thinkthatwas·the'·da.y;:yes, sir. 

ll.Ir. ' BOWIE. Now, Mr . . Speaker, .1.I sert -:that rthere;··:is ·-no .,.Q. Andendeditsometime..this.la.stweel..-? 
' basis: -for · this ca.se.:uilless· thel Me Burney ·canvass ; ig~reUed upon,· ~: ~~~-1~~::-~~~~ ~J;-;;::~~c~d~d. 
the gentleman's disclaimer to the contrary notwithstanding. :u.n- .. t.A.-Welli l:w:ashiredto.dosome-wOJ:kovel"aga.in. 

tles that·canvass is:actually accepted;as-s:pea'king the truth irr this ·. ,Q ·After you.Jla.d·done the. work in: Judge Fisse's office~Burney's office? 
-A ~yes sir; .McBur.ney's office. 

'·case thereAa.not.<a-.single·peg for this-case" to stand:npon. 1 Q . .!.And this was not·connected.with the World>s"Fa;ir,. sta.tistics, but· was 
The gentleman from Illinois~ suggested · that · the > same ~ thing an electio~ contest? ·You 'Ullderstood that, -di!l you not-that. your vzor&-was 

i:Would be,showni by thacensus. It is :asserted by...the·compi.leTs of toa.sce~lllrwhether men w:ere correct.Iy regiStered.a.t those numbers? 
tb fi •d f · h ~ d th ha ll ·A. :1 did after that;-yes, Sll'. _ e gures ean ?Ione-:o us · ave'Yl:lJ.J.lle l e:II1; · e· ·ve:a . ..ac- . Q.' Now,_after;you understood thatryou woul<;l go :tothesahouse~sucb.as 

~cepted the compilers's-;-statement~ no; member ofrthe committee · Mr .. Shaplrogh's.ho~and wo~d YC!U .make an mqmry as to whether or not 
undertook t to,.ver.ify~them-dt is.;asserted A by~ the ·compilers that ~.h~lived.th~eon e1ec:10n day a.n~ pnor thereto? 

• there were:12 ;000 names-found in- the -registrati<>n that were· not; - .~:,;~~o~-itg it-was &bout an ·election contest and fo~ · he Plll'P.OSe of ascer
f found by the· census:::under~thess.names·at .the-same addresses . .:! .. tain:ing-votes1!audulent~Y"Tegistered. ·this canyass ?~yours being made long 
-submit that it-is ·not,·competent evidence;:..thatdtldoes:net'prove ,after the electwnt why. didn't you make those mqmnes? 

th. ·•th t 't .:~ t ·-n....g~ • dgm t · b th _A I-wasnottold'~ . ..any mg, . a 1 .uoes no Ju.;:~v.u.,r ·aBYJU en , ecanse: E;same _Q.~·Yes;·but·wlly didn'tymranyway? 
proof shows that a ·oenSlis ·enumerator foun<l.10,000::more merrin ..:A.··wen, lwas:rtt instructed:. to . 

. ':June tha.nwere registered in' Novemberirrthe.:eightwards. -* * * . * * _ * * 
Mr. MANN. Do I understand_ the gentlemarrs ·position~· to b~ Q. W~ll, "!'here you fin~ a ma.n:.ffie~ about the· 1st of Jan~·y_, as is your 

th 'f· , · . - d ' h ~did -liv t · th ,_ -:J.h h recollectiOn m the case of Mr: .shaplrogh, and you were making tna.t canvass r a~ 1 "a man reg~stei s:.an. e . tnot . e a . a p~ce:.t~ at e for the purpo~ of- ascerta.inip.g:whethel' OI' not he w;as c?rrectly registered 
~-regiStered from; that: that 1S Offset bya:.man.•s-regiStenng at so-me there--on election-day; why:didn'tyou make further mqwry? 
~ other place? · A . I wasl!'t i~cted to~do it,- and I dil'lrrt .do it . 

. 'Mr.! BOWIE. :·No; · ·but-Jn·connection'With:the.argument I ha-ve _.;~· ~~~~.~ t do it? 
\made,. tha. t d here was: a- ~smaller regismtionlhere tham there ;was ,.Q. Now; that -is-truaall over .the· district-canvassed. isn•t it? 
. in o-ver. one;.,half .. of . the .Congressional ~districts ··of ·the iU.nited .:A. Yes;sir. 
-States; that there was a-smaller;vote..here:than.in over:Jialf-of the () ~ d h · * f ~ ··sha. 'i . h dead* d . * tisfl. d fi * . th 
( Congressional 'idistricts I in the ~United · States;.:.in: the face of· the vicWty

11
th:t .:~~~u n~:cf thei~ a- l~:r~hile, -yo:~·e:O~e~ his ~am~0a~ 'IlO~ 

fact thaiiwe~:knew .. that between the-months of. June and Novem- found? 
ber men move a way and ·men die, ·.and irr thff'face.tOf the fact that -1A.r Tdidn 't put it:down at all. I just put-down the coachman's '!lame . 

• we-lrno-wthatm:istakes tare boundTto'fbe:made both· in. the census ':That · testimony.'shows !-how· this .alleged · canvass was taken. 
:and in the·registration a.nd1 in:the·compilation; m thaface-of iill These canvassers· went ·there the • last· week in December. They 

1 these · facts it can not· be seriously contended' that a. partisan com- "Went to- the :doors of houses_and asked -anybody· who came to· the 
. pilation from United StateS' census is· com-petent evidence-for any ·door -who there was-over. 21· years of age_ living there at that· time . 
. purpose, any more than the McBurn.ey canvass. •W e can: refer to ~They goir some of the names .down and some they ·did not. They 
it for the purpose of .sh<>winghow~many.males were:-foun.dthere; put .dewn whatevername-was.given them by; ·anybody who came 

tbut to showthat~lived-:.in ..a certain:-b.Guse·· ffi ,:'June, t900; ·does to the..door. "This canvass-was the last week in December;-a few 
· ~ot show thatr<he is an· inc~petent vote_r :merely because · A-reg- T'Otthe eanvassers ·extending theii . worlr .inw the· fust few days of 
ustered from anotherhonse-m 0ctoberor::November. ~The-VIceof January. 
' the proposition is that the period .of taking. the census· · s-nob con- .:.T.hat is. the: MeBurneyr canvass. Did those canvassing officers 
•temporaneous-with.that 6rthe-registration, and ::the ·evidence;-we themselves come here-.and gonpon the witness-stand and swear 
have orthe census is..notthe original copy, but. is seoondaryoevi- "thattheymade.this .canvass fairly? There were 57. of them. One 
dance of-the moskvioions-type. ma:r:t did go on the 'Yitness.: stand tand· testified just.-what I have 
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read to you from his testimony as to what he did. The other 56 
did not testify at all. There was no opportunity to put the testi
mony of a single one of the McBurney canvassers to the test of 
cross-examination except in the case of Mr. Moone; and his testi
mony shows that it is utterly unworthy of credit, because he said 
he a ked just anybody who came to the door to answer his ques
tions. No other one of the canvassers was put upon the stand. 
These others make ex parte affidavits; they talked the matter over 
with an employee of the contestant; and he makes a compfiation. 
Now, let us see what is the value of that compilation. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether 
those men who took that count were sworn as to the results, and 
were they cross-examined? 

Mr. BOWIE. No; they were not examined judicially. They 
made an ex parte affidavit on a printed blank after they came 
back with such information as they had. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that if they had 
been put on the stand and cross-examined the cross-examination 
would be continuing now? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir; I do not. · 
Mr. :MANN. Does not the gentleman think they would have 

had to examine about every man whose name was on the list? 
Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. The gentleman from Illinois might 

have tried his case that way; but the gentlemen who represent 
the contestee did not. Take this record of over 2,000 printed 
pages, and I will show to any man who will take the trouble to 
investigate it that there was four times as much time spent on 
the direct examination as on the cross-examination. 

There is not a single thing to indicate anywhere that any at
tempt was made to unduly prolong the examination, not one. 
They took up four times the t.ime in the direct examination as was 
taken up in the cross-examination, and, what is more than that, if 
they had undertaken to do a thing of that sort this committee 
and this House would have the right, and it would have exercised 
it, of granting time to complete it. Such a thing never would 
have happened. 

l\lr. MANN. Is it not true that the gentleman himself, in one 
of these cases we had, insisted upon not considering evidence be
cause it was not put in at the time? 

Mr. BOWIE. Who; I? 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. BOWIE. What case? 
Mr. MANN. In the Burnett case. 
Mr. BOWIE. The committee .unanimously found BURNETT 

was elected. 
Mr. MANN. Yes, and disregarded evidence that was taken 

after time, in which opinion the gentleman from Alabama very 
cheerfully joined. 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes, because that man was right there in reach 
of the attorneys for the contestant for the forty days during the 
first examination and for the last ten days in the rebuttal, and 
was not examined until three months after the time had run and 
they got him in the office of the lawyers in the city of Birming
ham and got him to sign an affidavit as to what his testimony 
would be, after he was fixed, and that man's testimony shows 
that he is utterly unworthy of belief by any human being. [Ap
plaus on the Democratic side.l It ought to have been excluded, 
but so far as I am concerned I have to say that the question of 
the exclusion of that testimony was never discussed before the 
committee except by the lawyers in the case. The majority of 
the committee came in and announced that they thought that 
Burnett was entitled to his seat, and we thought so, too. That is 
all that happened at the meeting of the committee. 

Now, what has this House itself said with reference to such tes
timony as this McBurney canvass? Here is a case that was de
cided more than forty years ago. I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the contested-election case of Whyte v. l!arris, from 
the State of Maryland, in 1858, forty-four years ago, in which a 
similar canvass was attempted to be introduc!3d in evidence, and 
the response which the committee made to that attempt and the 
judgment of the House upon t:g.e report of the committee: 

H eareay evidence is uniformly incompetent to establish any specific fact 
which in its nature is susceptible of being proved by witnesses who speak 
from their own knowledge. That it supposes something better that might 
be adduced in the particular cases is not the only ground of its exclusion. Its 
intrinsic weakness, its incompeten cy to satisfy the mind as to the exist ence 
of the fact, and the frauds which may b~ practi.ced unde1: its C<?V~r, all com
bine to support the r ule tha t hearsay eVIdence IS wholly madmiSSible. 

LThe exceptions t o the rule are w ell known, such as cases of pedigree, in
scrip tions on tombstones, etc.] Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of Minor 
Queen v . Hepbu:m (7 Cranch , 290) emphasizes this doctrine in saying that" all 
que tions upon the rule of evidence are of vast importance to all orders and 
degrees of m en ; our lives, our liberty, our property are all concerned in the 
support of these rules, which have been matured by the wisdom of ages. 
One of them is that h earsay evidence is totally inadmissible ." This rnlo was 
also st rictly applied in an election case in the English Parliament, cited in 
Rogers' La wand Practice of Elections, page 172, ~here ."itwasproposed that 
a witness should be sent for to prove a convereatwn With or..e Delande, upon 
the ground that J1e (Delande) could not be found to be served with the 
speaker's wlit, but, on argument, it was re_ftised." . 

Continuing further, it is said: , 
We regard the contestant's proof on both these points as wholly vicious 

and inadmissible. Lists are filed by him of names of persons in the differ
ent wards who; it is claimed did not vote because they were "intimidated." 
These lists are obtained, as the evidence shows, by sending men into the va
rious wards, who, dividmg them into different diStricts, make out separate 
lists of such persons as they are assumed to have seen or heard from, stating 
that the persons whose names they thus r eturned were " intimidated." 
They do not state, except in comparat ively isolated cases, that they knew 
the persons to be qualified voters, or what was the ground or reason of what 
they called their mtimidation. In a vast number of cases they do not know, 
personally, those they see; many they do not even see, personallyt but get 
the information they report from their wives, their children, their neigh
bors or their landlords, and then, to add to the absurd insufficiency of such 
proof , in the case of a number of these lists, they are put in evidence by the 
person who makes up the general list filed from these separate lists thus 
handed in to him, and the separate lists, in many cases, are not proved by 
those who collected the information in them, and many of these p er sons are 
not even put upon the stand. 

A greatly stronger case than the one now being considered, because the 
alleged census was at least directed to the facts as they wera supposed to 
exist at the time of the election, whereas in the present one the test of a man's 
legit imacy as a voter is not whether he resided in the precinct at the time of 
his r egistration, but whether he continued to r eside there for several months 
later · · 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the House decided that the minority of the 
committee which made that report was correct and refused to 
unseat the contestee upon such evidence as that. Moreover, I 
have here in my hand Mr: Rowell's Digest of Contested Election 
Cases, from which I will not read, but which shows that since the 
organization of this Congress there has not been a single case in 
which evidence of this sort was not spurned by the House of Rep
resentatives. In every case where hearsay evidence was sought 
to be introduced -the majority and the minority of the committees 
have declared that it was illegal and refused to accept it. I have 
plenty of authority here from the highest courts of the land to 
the same effect in contested election cases. This is the only case 
in the history of this Congress in which evidence of this character 
has been admitted and upon which it has been sought to deprive . 
a man of a seat upon the floor of the House. . 

In this McBurney canvass, take the case of Mr. Shapleigh, presi
dent of the Shapleigh Hardware Company, a concern doing busi
ness all over the United States, who died two months after the 
election was over. Yet in the McBurney canvass he goes down as 
a fraudulent voter. 

Take the case of Mr. Thomas C. Henning, one of the most 
prominent lawyers in the city of St. Louis, who lives at the Jef
ferson Club. The canvasser went there and asked of "whoever 
came to the door" the names of those over 21 years of age who 
lived there, and the man gave him the name ofT. Henning, or 
possibly T. C. Henning, or possibly Thomas; but at any rate the 
canvasser put him down as T. Henning, and on that they put this 
man down as a fraudulent voter, because it did not happen to be 
T. C. Henning. 

Take the case of Eugene Johnson. He is registered as Eugene 
Johnson. The canvasser puts him down as E. Johnson, and yet 
he goes into this record as a fraudulent voter. 

Take the case of the man who testified as a witness for the con
testant and who was not found by the McBurney canvasser, Mr. 
Sam W. Dicks. Here is his evidence in the record, and yet he 
was not found and was put down as a fraudulent voter. 

Now, it was asserted by the gentleman from Iowa a few min
utes ago that this McBurney canvass is entitled to the same credit 
and is as carefully prepared as the city directory, and the ma
jority of the committee in their report undertake to give us the 
result of an examination into what the city directory of St. 
Louis shows with reference to certain persons to whom registered 
letters were sent. 

I wish to call the attention of this House to the fact that the 
canvass for the city directory of St. Louis for 1901 was made 
concurrently with the McBurney canvass and about the same 
time these witnesses were testifying; yet that city directory 
shows that 309 of the witnesses who testified for the contestant 

. in this case do not live. at the places where they said they lived. 
They offer the St. Louis city directory in evidence. They exam
ined 929 witnesses, and the St. Louis city directory shows that 
309 of those witnesses did not live at the places given by them 
in their sworn testimony in this record. 

The McBurney canvass is entitled to the same credit as the St. 
Louis City Directory, they say, and they ought to add that it is 
entitled to no more credit! Three hundred and nine witnesses 
swore in this record that they lived at certain places. and t he St. 
Louis directory, taken at the same time, says that they did not. 

It is upon such testimony that the case of the majority rests. 
That is the character of testimony on which this House is asked 

to declare this election null and void. There were 57 of :hicBur
ney's canvassers engaged in this work about a week, and 19, or 
more than one-fourth, of them are not found in the city directory 
of St. Louis. The majority of this . House ask us to turn out a 
man on a census taken in January, when there was a chance for 
thousands of men, not hundreds, to move; a second chance of 
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many hundreds at least to die; a third chance for thousands· of 
mistakes in the first enumeration; another chance for thousands 
of mistakes in the compilation; a still further chance for the 
registrar to get the name or the initial · or the residence address 
wrong. All of these chances, and yet not one of them taken into 
account by the majority of the committee. 

Judge Smith says that if we reject this McBurney canvass it 
makes it worse for the contestee. Turn a man out because this 
compilation, :p1ade by the contestant in January, 1901, found 
that it did not exactly correspond in name, in initials, in resi
dence, or something of that sort with the census taken six or seven 
months previously. It is the most preposterous proposition that 
ever was presented to the House of Representatives; a greater 
outrage, in my humble judgment, was never attempted. They 
talk about frauds that were committed there. I say that to rely 
on the census .or on the McBurney census under those circum
stances, and to hold that either of them, singly or collectively, by 
themselves or added together, are a proper basis to deprive a 
member holding the certificate of a sovereign State to his right 
to a seat in this House, is a greater outrage upon justice than any
thing which they charge upon the Democratic party in the city 
of St. Louis. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it was said that the law of 1895, known as 
the Filley law, wa~ changed in 1899. I _have already shown. that 
under the law oi' 1895 there was a larger percentage of registra
tion and vote than under the law of 1899; and if the law of 1899 
permitted the~o pretended fraudulent practices, what must have 
been the law it Muperseded? It is said that 53 of the gentlemen 
who were appointed to represent the Republican party in five of 
the wards of this district voted for Mr. Butler. I do not know 
whether they did or not. I have not verified the statement; and 
hence I will let it pass without a contradiction; but over and 
against it I shall set the proposition that in every one of the 
wards referred to by the gentleman from Iowa excepting one 
only, the officers, judges, and · clerks appointed to represent the 
Republican party were appointed upon the recommendation of 
the local Republican committeemen, the chairman of the com-
mittee for the precinct in question. · 
. And in the only one to which there is an exception we have 

the evidence that there were factional differences between the 
Republicans and th~ Republican representative on the board of 
election commissioners. Mr. Kobusch made the motion that rep
resentation be divided between the opposing factions. That fact 
is undisputed. It is in the record. It is proven by the testimony 
of the contestant's witnesses that where they had two Republican 
factions contending for supremacy in a particular ward, on the 
motion.of the Republican member of the board of election com
miEsi9ners the representation was divided. In all the others, the 
Republican committee-the chairman of the committee-selected 
his own representatives, both judges and clerks; and if they se
lected men who for any reason were unable to vote for Mr. Hor
ton I submit that it is no reason why this House should declare 
that election null and void and turn this man out of his seat. 

The Republican quota in this district was 348. · The Republican 
committeemen-the regular committee which had charge of Hor
ton's campaign-recommended all but 21 of .the 348 names, and 
these 21 were appointed upon the recommendation of the oppos
ing political factions in the Republican party in the city of St. 
Louis upon the motion and at the instance of the Republican elec
tion commissioner, and every one of them took an oath that he 
was a Republican at the time he was appointed. This is the rec
ord . . It is impossible to conceive a just law more justly admin-
istered. • 

But gentlemen say that there was a remarkable change which 
came over that district. I have already alluded to the fact that 
in the last twenty years the Democratic party carrie<t that district 
seven times and the Republican party carried it three times, and 
two of the times that the Republican party carried it were in 
1896 and in 1898, when the Democratic party in the city of St. 
Louis was torn to pieces over the money question. 

For sixteen years prior to that time the district had gone Demo
crat ic in every election but one. The Democratic party was in 
the midst of great dissensions in 1896, and the Republican party 
nominated a strong man and he was elected. The sn.me thing 
happened in 1898, but by a largely reduced majority. In 1900 in 
the precincts that I am going to read you from the record, in the 
precincts where the R epublican precinct committeemen got every 
judge and every clerk of their own selection, in those wards where 
there is no single judge or clerk but what was appointed by sup
porters of Mr. Horton, what does it show? The Democratic party 
in 7 of those wards gained 4,599 votes; the Republican party in 5 of 
them gained 563 votes; a net Democratic gain in 12 wards of St. 
Louis, where the Republicans had their own judges and clerks of 
their own selection, of 4,036. 

Mr. Pierce's majority, the Republican nominee in 1898, was 
2,321. Subtracting that from the Democratic gain in districts 
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where the Republicans had their own representation and wipe 
out all the balance and Butler has a majority of 1,715. Add to it · 
the Democratic gains in those precincts in the other wards where 
the regular Republicans got their own men and the majority is 
about 3,000. That is the history of this district. That is the 
condition of affairs. 

Now, what else do we find in that district going to show that 
Butler was fairly and honestly elected? We find, as I say, that 
it is a Democratic district, and it only went Republican because 
of the split on the money question. In 1900 the Gold Democrats 
came back into the party in that district in the city of St. Louis, 
and there were no factional differences. ·That fact is abundantly 
.attested in the brief of the counsel for the contestant. The 
Democratic party got together in that district, and it was easy 
enough to restore the Democratic majority. But that was not 
all by any means. . 

The Republican party nominated the most unpopular candi
date that they could put out if they had scraped the district with 
a fine-tooth comb. The history of this case, as this record shows, 
shows that after H orton was nominated, it being undeTstood that · 
he was the candidate of Baumhoff, the traction magnate of that 
city, the celebrated strike of the street car employees occurred. 
I can not go into all the details of it, but it is sufficient to say · 
that it shook that city from center to circumference as nothing 
like it had ever don~ before. 

Mr. Baumhoff was h1mg in effigy in dozens of places in the city 
of St. Louis. His name became a by-wordandahissing. l\fr. Hor
ton was his candidate, and organized labor took up the fight and 
almost to a man supported Mr. Butler. Added to that, the fact 
is that heretofore the negro vote in that district, which amount'3 
to five or six thousand, had been going almost solidly R epublican. 
At this time the colored Butler Republican club was so numer
ous in St. Louis that you could hardly count the number of the 
clubs. :Mr. Butler polled a large percentage of the negro vote in 
that district. You add the normal Democratic majority in the 
district, when both factions of the party are united, and then add 
that part of the labor vote which had been going Republican, and 
add to it the large negro vote which had been going Republican, 
and you find out where the majority for Butler came from. He 
got all of it, in my judgment,· fairly and honest:y, unless there 
was some slight mistakes made in the count. 

The gentleman from Iowa says that it is admitted that there 
were 400 fraudulent errors in the count. There is nothing of 
the sort. There were over 41,000 votes cast in that distlict, and 
a recount ma.de under auspices of the contestant, two months 
after the election, and that only shows a discrepancy of 403 out 
of over 41,000 votes. There is just as much likelihood of fraud 
in the recount as there was in the original count. 

But in any case it is by no means improbable that.a mistake 
of a few hundred would be found in a recount of over 40,000 
ballots. There is nothing at all remarkable in it; there is no 
evidence of fraud of any kind. · 

But they say they have independent evidence of men who can
vassed these election precincts. They have a few cases, they 
have got perhaps 200 or 300 instances in all shown by m en who 
went around and made a pretense of canvassing on the day be
fore the election that was infinitely better than the infamous can
vass made by McBurney. In one precinct, the worst place they 
have, the very worst, three men went around and said there w..ere · 
67 men registered that they could not find. 

Mr. McBul'ney's canvass shows there were 147 thathecouldn't 
find. As a matter of ~act, it is not shown that these 67, because 
they were not found , were illegal. One of the men who made 
the canvass t estified that he was a city employee and under this 
Republican administration, he was instructed t o go around and · 
make a political canvass of his precinct on the day before elec
tion, and his time would. run on at the office. The c:.ty of St. · 
Louis paid this canvasser for his time while he served theRe
publican party, and of com·se he h ad to bring in something of a 
showing, and he brought in 67 names. But the Republican pre
cinct committeemen in other precincts who come and tes tify, 
some of them put one man down that they couldn't find, and 
some of them put a half a dozen. One of them puts down 15; 
and that was at the headquarters of the R epublican par ty in his 
precinct. There is n ot a single one, barring this case of this em
ployee of the city, whose time was running while he was serving 
the Republican party-there is not a single one that puts clown 
over a dozen, except jn this case where the registrat ion was made 
at the Republican h eadquarters. In every similar case McBur
ney reports from 150 to 200 not found. 

Now, against that testimony what do we have? The law of 
the city of St. Louis-this much-deno'\illced law-provides that 
the two clerks-the Republican clerk and the Democratic clerk 
of each precinct in the qity of St. Louis-shall go to every house 
in the various precincts with aro certified copy of the r egistration 
list, to find out if. the men whose :sames are on the list are there; 
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and if they are not there it is the duty of these two clerks, or 
either of them, to report such fact to the fom· judges :;itting as a 
board, and notice is served upon any man who is not found or 
who they think is fraudulently registered, that notice being by 
per onal service, if possible, or if not, they must try to reach 
him through the mans, and if he does not come up and make 
proper explanation his name is stricken from the list. These 
clerks in every precinct in this Congressional district-Repub
lican and Democratic-took a ce1·tified copy of the registration 
list and went through every precinct in the district. These men 
made that canvass under oath. They were representatives of 
both political parties; :md then there was the board of judges, 
who were representatives of both political parties; and provision 
was made for giving notice through the mail when a man could 
not be found, and every man in regard to whom there was any 
suspicion, every man who was fotmd to be fraudulently registered, 
had his name turned in~ and those names were stricken from the 
list before election day. 

Here was a canvass made under the law, under the oaths of the 
officers of the law-made to officers of the l~w in every precinct 
of the city-made a few days before the election-after the regis
tration book had closed; and yet they tell us that because the 
compilers of this political canvass and the employees of this con
testant report to us that there is a discrepancy in the initials or in 
the addresses of some of the names-that this must be set off 
against the sworn report of the officers of the law acting in the 
discharge of their duties under their oaths I I say, gentlemen, 
that it would be a shame upon the House of Representatives if a 
man were denied his seat in this Congress on such a case. 

Ah, but they say they discovered that a fraudulent registr&l.
tion was going on, and that they sent out registered letters for 
the purpose of testing the fraudulent registration. Did they send 
out 14,000 of such letters-did they send out 20,000, did they send 
out 12,000, or did they send out 9,000? Not a bit of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. BOWIE. Surely. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is a fact, is it not, that at the time 

these letters were sent out the parties who sent them out were 
not in possession of copies of the Federal census and had no 
method of locating or determining those 9,000-odd names that 
should have been on the list? . 

Mr. BOWIE. I do not know whether they had the Federal 
censu or not. I presume they had not. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does not the gentleman know that the 
Federal census had to be put in in rebuttal; that it was not even 
copied in time to be put in in chief? 

Mr. BOWIE. I know that they did not have this document 
that we had. · 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They did not have the McBm'ney can
vas and they did not have the Federal census? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. 
1\!1·. SMITH of Iowa. So that they had no means of knowing 

these names until after those letters had been sent out? 
Mr. BOWIE. Certainly they did not know anything about 

the McBurney canvass, and they did not have the copy of the 
Federal canvass which they have since put in evidence. But I 
know that under the law in Missomi it was required that each of 
the election precincts should as nearly as practicable have 400 
voters. Of course in some cases the number went, of necessity, 
above that and in some the number below, so as to avoid: split
ting up blocks. But that was about the average under the law 
of the State. And I do know that the Republican precinct com
mitteemen elected by the party authorities made canvasses. I 
do know that the Republican clerks and the Democratic clerks 
made canvasses under oath, and under the penalties of the law. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him one further question? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is it not a fact that, when these Re

publican committeemen went about, there is evidence here that 
the keepers of these lodging houses in which we now claim these 
frauds largely took place would go out and bring in lists that 
had been furnished them and check them off and say, "Yes, that 
man lives here; yes, that man lives here," and the like? Is there 
not evidence to that effect? · 

Mr. BOWIE. In one instance one man so testifies, and there is 
a dozen in which the committeemen themselves say that there is 
not a single man on the list that did not belong there. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And is it not a fact that these Repub
lican clerks that the gentleman is. tallcing about largely voted the 
Demom·atic ticket? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sh·. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You say there is not a large percentage 

of those clerks that you present us with and labor Republicans 
that voted the Democratic ticket? . · 

Mr. BOWIE. I admit that you state it, and I do not dispute it. 

Your committee stated that you had found fifty three or four 
clerks and judges--

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Sixty who voted against our ticket. 
Mr. BOWIE. All right, put it sixty. But did not all vote for 

Butler? 
1\fr. SMITH of Iowa. Not quite. Fifty-fom· voted for Butler. 
Mr. BOWIE. All right. I admit that you stated you made 

an examination of the ballots and you found tho e sixty or fifty
four, whichever it is, who voted for Butler. 

1\Ir. SMITH of Iowa. In five wards out of fifteen. 
Mr. BOWIE. Did you examine the others? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No, sii·; we did not. 
Mr. BOWIE. Then you ought to have done it, if you thought 

it was worth anything to you. The Republican quota was 348 in 
that district, and one-sixth of them, you say, voted the Demo-
cratic ticket. . 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And you do not dispute it. 
Mr. BOWIE. And I say that four-fifths of those who voted 

the Democratic ticket were appointed upon the recommendation 
of the Republican committeemen. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Good Government League? 
Mr. BOWIE. No, sir; the supporters of William M. Horton, 

and the balance of them under the resolution offered by 1\Ir. Ko
busch, from the contesting factions, and everyone took an oath 
that he was a Republican. That is what I say. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. And then voted the Democratic ticket? 
Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. There were others running in that 

election besides Congressmen. There was a municipal election 
and a national election for Pre ident, and because some of these 
men who had hung Mr. Bamnhoff in effigy, some of them who 
thought they were ground down by Mr . -Baumhoff in'that strike, 
some of these laboring men, said that they would not vote for 
two men on that ticket, did not prevent them from being Re
publicans, and it did not interfere with the fact that they were 
honorable men, not a bit of it, and would make an honest can
vass. Now, I want to call attention to the testimony of the Re
publican committeeman, the chairman of his ward, Mr. Patrick 
H. Clark, and read what -he says about the condition of affairs in 
the city of St. Louis. 

Q. You rem_emher, as a matter of course, the street-car strike in this city 
during the summer last past? 

A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Between the management of what is commonly known as the Transit 

Company and their employees? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q . You remember, of course, that Sherift Pohlman swore in about 11(XX) 

men. that constituted what he was pleased to call a posse comitatus, arn;ung 
them with shotguns, do you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you remember that public feeling ran very high in the city of St. 

Louis on account of that strike? 
A. Yes, sir. 
LQ. And that the citizens, regardless of party, were greatly divided on ac

count of the strike? 
A. Yes; no doubt about that. 
Q. That it even went so far aa to create more or less personal feeling be

tween the citizens? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do yon remember that these men were uniformed and tliat they were 

in c1mr~e of men with a quasi military title, such as ' colonel," ' lieutenant," 
"captam," etc., in which Mr. Fisse, the chief counsel for Mr. Horton. in this 
matter, was known as a captain, or general, or brigadier, or something or 
other, and in which Mr. Chester H. K.rum, also counsel for Mr. Horton in 
this matter, was known by some quasi military title, and also in which Mr. 
Charles Broadhead, counsel for Mr. Horton in this matter, was a prominent 
officer, and also in which Mr. Charles W. Holtcamp, counsel for ~1r. Horton 
in this matter, was known as a captain, or cha.pla.m, or something, and also 
Mr. A. C. Orrick was known as a first lieutenant or leftenant; also in which 
Mr-. Arthur Shepley; couneel for Mr. Horton, took a. prominent part; do 
a~~:tb~~? of that organization known as the posse comitatus, s~ch a.s I have 

A. -Yes, sir. 
Q. You know, also-, that these men, under the able leadership of these able 

~enerals :r,>ara.ded the streets of St. Louis and made themselves very obnox
lOllS to citizens,pf certain quarters, particulary so in South St. Louis? 

A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do yon know, too, by public rumor, press reJ)Orts, and matters of pub· 

lie knowledge, that a great many men were shot down by the rank and file of 
this posse comitatus? 

A. Yes; I read ofit. 
Q. You know, also, that several men were killed by members of this posse, 

supposedly? · 
A. Yes,,sir. 
Q. A.t au events, they were killed in a disturbance between the striking 

men and the posse? 
A.Ye~sir. · 
Q. Ana that an inquest was held over the bodies of those dead citizens be

fore the coroner, and that the coroner's jury retm-ned a verdict of • unjusti
fiable homicide?" 

A. Yes; I have read of that, too. 
Q. You know that men COD.oaregated daily upon the street. cotners and in 

the notels and around the grocecy stores, and that that was almost the sole 
topic of discussion? 

A.. Yes, sir. 
Q. You know, too, at this time, that Mr. Baumhoff was the acting spirit on 

behalf of the railroad company, and he occupied the position of general man
ager of the railroad company? 

A.. Yes; he occupied that position, and occupies it now, I gue s. 
Q .. Ana do you know, of your own personal knowledge, or through the 

public press, that Mr. Baumhoff was hanged in effigy from the trolley poles 
an_d from_ lamp-pasts, and other pla-ces all over t.own? 
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A. Yes, sir. 
Q. So high did public sentiment run. Following this strike, ~r. Horton 

was nominated by the Republican party for Congress? 
A. You ha'Ve got that wrong; he was nominated before that strike. 
Q . Before the strike? Very well. Do you know as a matter of fact that 

Mr. Horton WJI.S generally considered in the city of St. Louis, whether right
fully or wrongfully, as being the direct rQpresentative and the nominee of 
Mr. Baumhoff? 

A. The laboring people thought so. 
Q. That ~as the prevalent opinion, was it not? 
A. Yes, s1r. 
Q. Don't you know that on account of that prevalent opinion a large body 

of tne Republican party refused to support Mr. Horton? 
A. I know a good many of them that said they wouldn't support him; 

printers and mechanics of all kinds. · 
Q. All the trades unions were allied with the street-car men in this strike, 

were they not? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And they combined against the candida;cy of Mr. Horton and other 

candidates? 
A. That wa-s the principal cause of the defeat of the Republican ticket. 
Q. Even at the time of Mr. Horton's nomination, as you say, prior to the 

strike, is it not a fact that there was much dissatisfaction among the rank 
and file of the Republican party over his nomination? 

A. There was a great deal of dissatisfaction over the rolling of Major 
Pearce-beating of .Major Pearce. 

Q. Major Pearce had. represented this district previously? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And had made an acceptable candidate to his party and an acceptable 

Congressman to the party at large? 
A. A good Congressman; the best we ever ha d here. 
q. Now, can you tell me who was reS].)onsible, mainly, for the rolling of 

MaJor Pearce? · 
A. Principally, I think it was Mr. Baumhoff. 
Q . Didn't that rolling of Major Pearce, who was a prominent, popular, and 

able man, create within itself much dissatisfaction? 
A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. Among the rank and fl.le of the Republican party? 
A. Yes; a good many said it was a mistake. 
Q . There are a great many Germans in the Twelfth Congressional district, 

are there not? 
A. Yes; there is a good many. 
Q. Before I go into that, is it not a fact that yon know that the national 

}tepnblican committee called representatives of J'IIr. Horton to the city of 
Chicago and endeavored, in the interest of peace and harmony in the Repub
lican party, to induce him to ~ithdraw from the race? 

A. I have heard that; I don't know that to be a fact. 
Q. You don't know that to be a fact? 
A. I have heard that rumor. 
Q. You have heard that rumor, and it was generally talked of in Republi-

can circles? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And talked of a.s an accepted fact? 
A. Yes; I have heard of it. 
Q. So great was the dissatisfaction with the candidacy of Mr. Horton, and 

so sm·e were the rank and file of the Republican party that he would be 
beaten, as yon understand, he was called to Chicago by the national commit
tee, in an effort to get him to withdraw from the race? 

A. I have heard that. 

Now, I might quote a great deal more along the same line. I 
want to quote one piece of testimony further in corroboration of 
that proposition. Here is the testimony of Philip Rodan, the second 
vice-president of the Fourteenth Ward Republican League Club, 
a chairman of the precinct committee of the eleventh precinct of 
that ward, testifying on this question: 

Q. Your position in your precinct gives you an exceptional opportunity to 
learn the sentiment of the voters of your own party, <foes it not? 

A. It ought to. 
Q. What was the sentiment and the apparent intention, from your knowl

edge, of the Republican voters in your precinct? 
(Objected to. ) 
A. Well, a great many of them believed that Mr. Horton was put up as a 

"st:t·aw man~" that it was simply an understanding between Mr. Butler-that 
is, I mean Col. Ed Butler-and certain Republican officials that Horton would 
be defeated and Butler elected, and I believe a good many of them came to 
the conclusion that as long as the prominent Republicans were of that belief, 
that the little ones might just as well fall in line. 

There you have your explanation as to why it was that this 
Republican majority in this district was overcome and Mr. 
Butler was elected-out of the mouths of their own witnesses 
and their own officials, whose character they vouch for when 
they put them upon the stand. 

Mr. PALMER. You were speaking about 1,500 letters that 
were sent out, when somebody diverted your attention. I will 
ask you what became of those. 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes; I want to get to that. I have some testi
mony on the desk. 

Mr. PALMER. Those letters were sent out to persons alleged 
to have been illegally registered? 

Mr. BOWIE. That is the p:cetense. 
Mr. PALMER. That is what they claim? 
Mr. BOWIE. That is what they now claim, and I want to 

show upon what a thin and UilBubstantial foundation that pre
tense rests. 

Mr. PALMER. The question I want you to answer is, What be
came of the letters? Did they find the people to whom they were 
addressed? , 

Mr. BOWIE. Some of them did and some of them did not. 
Now, have you heard what was in those letters? 

Mr. PALMER. Never mind what was in them. 
Mr. BOWIE. I prefer to answer in my own way. There was 

nothing in the letters except the card of William M. Horton, can-

didate for Congress. The letters were marked" Personal," and 
strict orders were given not to deliver them to any man except 
the person to whom they were addressed; to accept no agents, to 
accept no orders, but to deliver them only to the men to whom 
they were addressed. Two or three hundJ.·ed of those letters were 
actually delivered. The men who got them felt that they were 
the victims of a fraud and an imposition, and they denounced it 
as a fraud, and they were outraged because a thing of that sort 
had been attempted upon them. They noised it abroad. They 
talked it far and wide, and every man to whom those letters were 
addressed became aware of the fact that all there was in these 
letters were :Mr. Horton's cards. They were sent in bunches of 
50 or 60 to one place. They were sent between the hours of 8 OT 
9 in the morning and 4 and 5 in the afternoon to laboring men 
who rose at sun-up and did not return to their places of residence 
until after dark. 

The pm1Jose, the infamous purpose, behind the sending of those 
letters was to build up a fraudulent case in order to offset to 
some extent the great dissatisfaction which existed in St. Louis 
against the Republican nominee. And so they refused to send 
those letters there at the time when these men could receive them. 
The only way they could get them after they got the notices was 
to go-it may be several miles to the post-office-and get witnesses 
who happened to be acquainted with the clerkat the post-office 
to identify them after they got there, and then to receive what 
they lmew in advance was nothing but the card of Mr. Horton. 
Now, what does the evidence show? I want to call your atten
tion to what the evidence shows with reference to whether those 
men actually lived at those places or not. I want to take as a 
sample 509 South Second street. I hope the gentleman will listen. 

Mr. PALMER. I am listening. 
Mr. BOWIE. The facts which I am now about to state are set 

forth in the minority report. . 
Mr. J. H . Schultze, letter carrier, testifies on page 665, that he had 30 reg

istered letters addressed to 509 South Second street, many of which were un
delivered, and the inference is sought to be drawn that these were aU fraud
ulent. And yet on this very matter Mr. George Schumacher, the Republican 
judge for the fifth precinct of the Fifth Ward (Rec.,936), says that 509 South 
Second street was a four-story hotel, having 68 beds; that it was a perfectly 
reputable pla,ce; that ordjnarily 35 to 40 men lived there at the time he kept 
it, which was up to July, 1900; that he was succeeded by Peter Gill, who ran 
it in the same manner; that as a rule a J>OOr class of laborino- men lived there, 
but no women whatever were receiv-ed; that on a pinch tj}ey could accom
modate-68 men. 

Mr. Ehlert, the Republican clerk for the second precinct of the Fifth Ward, 
in which this house is located, testifies (Rec., 942) that he went there with 
the Democratic clerk and was informed by the proprietor that every man 
r egistered from there lived t.here, and there were 38 in all. He marked no 
one off the list. 

Mr. John Allen, the Republican judge for that precinct (Rec., 1176), said 
that he was personally acquainted with nearly every man who was regis
tered there, and that he also knew pretty nearly all who lived in the pre
cinct. 

Mr. Remmler, the Republican challenger (pp. 861-862), testified that he did 
not know whether there were 20 men or 40 men living at this place, but that 
many of them did not vote; and that he was satisfied that every man who 
did vote from that place was entitled to do so. 

The Republican challenger testified to that. That is the testi
mony as to that pla.ce, and there is identically the same character 
of testimony virtually as to every one of those places. Take 520 
South Third street, concerning which Mr Schultz, the letter 
carrier, testified: 

Q. Can yon say why these were not delivered, those addressed to 520 South 
Third? 

A. Because they were not there at the time. 
Q. What is 520 South Third? 
A. A lodging house. 
Q . How large a house? 
A. rt is a two-story building about 25 feet wide by about 75 feet deep. 
Q. Glance over the letters addressed to 520 South Third and tell me how 

many of the men you know. 
A. Do yon mean that I know personally? 
Q. Yes; that you know were in the house. 
A. I do not know any of those personally. 
A . How many of them do you know to have been i.tl the house at the time? 
A. I recognize some of them as being people I have left letters for. I do 

not know them .. They would probably be working. 
Now, I have not the time to read all this testimony, because 

there are over 2,000 pages of it. There were 50 or 60 witnesses 
examined on this very matter. They went to these places when 
these laboring men could not have been there except by accident. 

Mr. PALMER. I am a juror here. I want to get at the truth 
of this. 

Mr. BOWIE. I am trying to give you the truth. 
Mr. PALME.R. Do you undertake to say that any of these 

persons who were alleged to have been fraudulently registered 
were in, fact in existence, and did you bring any of those men to 
testify? 

Mr. BOWIE. Why, my dear sir, the testimony of Republican 
challengers here in this ward, in the first case that I read, is that 
the challenger knew all these people that voted, and he did not 
believe a single one had voted-illegally. 

Mr. PALl\fER. That is all right enqugh, but then the allega
tion is that-there were eight or nine thousand men who were fraud
ulently registered, and that these m.en did not live in St. Louis 
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and never had lived there; that they could not have been at the Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I referred to Breitschnh. I stand by 
places where they were registered from. Did yon bring any of Breitschnh. He is a very intelligent witness. 
these men before the Election Committee to prove that they actn- Mr. BOWIE. I believe that he says that there were 75 to 100 
ally existed and were entitled to register from the places from of the " gang" present, but I am not strre. 
which they were registered? Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. It was 50 or 75 he told us, and that 

Mr. BOWIE. The contestee did not take any testimony. they voted two or three times apiece. 
:Mr. PALMER. Oh! Mr. BOWIE. My recollection is he said 75 to 100. I will ask 
Mr. BOWIE. He submitted the case upon the testimony of some other gentleman if he will examine the record. I will ask 

the contestant-- the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRGESS] to please examine page 
Mr. PALMER. That answers the question. 182 of the record and see if he can find this. I do not want to 
Mr. BOWIE. Because that testimony shows conclusively to make any mistake about it. I am reading from page 29 of the 

any fair-minded man, in my humble judgment-and I do not minority report: 
mean any reflection upon the majority of this committee-that They voted so often that it took them from 10 o'clock in the morning until 
these charges of fraud are false. It was an utter im po si bility, with 2 in the afternoon at one precinct. 
the safeguards that were thrown around that election, and with Four hours this Williams gang remained at one precinct! The 
the managers and clerks who were appointed, an utter impossi- majority of the committee say that this same gang went to 25 
bility for there to have been th.at number of fraudulent registra- or 30 precincts; and according to that, if the majority is right 
tions. and Breitschuh is right, they had .a day in St. Louis that was from 

Mr. PALl.fER. Now, as I understand your position, it is this: one hundred to one htmdred and twenty hotrrs long. This lays 
The fact that a person alleged as being fraudulently registered in the shade even the famous record of Jm:hua, when he com
could not be fotmd when the census was taken, and cotild not be mandecl the sun to stand still. 
found in December, that is no evidence that they were not there Now, Breitschuh testifies to a great outrage-and is quoted at 
and not legal voters. length by the majority-perpetl·ated on the clerk by these men, 

Mr. BOWIE. That they were not found. It is simply a ques- who put a pistol at his head and run him out. I will read: · 
tion of mistake of the officials. It is secondary testimony five or Mr. ORRICK. Did you see the clerk come out? 
six times removed from the original. There are some who moved A. I did . 
f · t t th th h d' d Q. Was he put out or did he come out voluntarily? rom one precmc o ano er; ere are some W o Ie ; some A. I guess he ran out-scared of getting killed. He said a fellow had ·a gun 
mistakes in the census; some mistakes in the registration; some up to his he:1d, and he thought it was about time to move. 
mistakes in the compilation. It is perfectly preposterous to talk Again he was asked: 
about unseating a man on such evidence. Why is it that this con- Q. were these men you refer to as Indians white or colored? 
clition applies to this election distlict, the only one in the United .A. White men. 
States, where there were so many names, more than half, accord- Now, it so happens that Mr. Wefferling, the Republican clerk, 
ing to the theory of the contestant, about two-thirds in many was also examip.ed as to what happened that day, and he com
cases, of all the votes not registered? Do you believe that, gentle- pletely contradicts Mr. Breitschuh on this question. I quote from 
men, when these Republican judges and clerks and committee- Mr. Wefferling (Record, p. 1642), as follows: 
men themselves testified to the fairness of it? Do you believe 
that in this district the legitimate registration was only 12 per ~: ~~n~f~o~Y ¥~~~?~~!yah!v~~~e;h;~eth~ ~~~~d~ in your precinct? 
cent of the population? Yet such is the ca-se presented by the Q. But there was none on the inside? 

majority of the committee. ~: ~~;~~look outside of the polling :place at any time? 
Again, the gentleman from Iowa quotes from the testimony of A. Once in a while, when we had nothing to do. 

a rna~ named Breitschuh, alias Bradshaw, in which he says how Now, Mr. Clark, the Republican central committeeman of that 
many votes were cast by the so-called Williams gang. ward, testifies that Wefferling was appointed upon his recom-

l.Ir. SMITH of Iowa. About 120. mendation. Mr. Wefferling said further that he had made a 
Mr. BOWIE. One hundred and twenty; and yet the testimony careful canvass of the precinct; that he had lived there all his life; 

of the ~egro ~river of the wa.gon which hauled the Williams that he knew practically every white man in it, and found only 
gang said that Its utmost ca:pacity was 18 or 20. · . one case of false registration, which he reported. On page 1639 

"!r~f· S];ITTH of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him he was asked: 
th1s. ~I:h.d not the gentle~an well k?ow.that the 20, not.120, of I Q. Did anyone appear there and ask to vote and was not entitled to vote 
the Wilhams gang voted trme after time m the same precmct? to your knowledge? ' 

.Mr. BOWIE. Well, I will read-I will prove what I started A. Idon'tknow; nottomykp.~wle.dge. . 
to assert by your witness Breitschuh, alias Bradshaw, who is also Q. How long have you been livmg ill that precillct? 
the man that yon were speaking of. A. T;venty-seven years. . 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. When you say that I named the witness, Agam, on pages 1641 and 1642, he said: 
I never named the witness, but said that he was one of many. Q. How long have you lived in that place?. . 

Mr .. BOWIE .. He was your crackerjack witness, the one that nei\J.tg~:h~'6J~ty-seven years; not exactly ill the same house, but ill that . 
you smgled out m your argument. ~- So you know nearly everybody there, do you? 

.Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I never named hini in my argument. A. Y~s, sir. . . 
You asked me about him, and I said he was one of many. kn~wp1d you see anybody come there to register or vote that you did not 

.M1·. BOWIE. I asked you about the man you were talking A. No, sir. 
about. I do not care whether you named the man or not. I un- Q. You knew them all?. 
derstood whom you referred to. Mr. Herman Breitschuh was A. All, except the darkies. 
the witness. It is fortunate that this occurrence is testified to by None of the Republican judges at 'this precinct were examined, 
other witnesses than Mr. Breitschnh, alias Bradshaw. And I but they were all appointed upon the recommend.ation of Mr. 
will read the testimony of the other witnesses. · Clark. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I trust the gentleman will remember Such is the character of testimony upon which the committee 
that he is the first man who named this witness. in this case seek to impeach the result of this election. 

Mr. BOWIE. I do not care anything about who it was that Mr. Speaker, I 1·egret that this record is so large and the issues 
first mentioned him. You referred to the witness's testimony, so great I have been forced to consume very much more time 
and I wanted to identify him. than I h~d expected to do ~the presentation of phis case. I have · 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I spoke of him as one of many. done so m the hope that this case would get fauly presented to 
Mr. BOWIE. He was the one that you were talking about, the House. I believe that every suggestion made by the other 

and the f~ct is there were other witnesses who testified to the side can be answered, as I have answered these. I do not believe 
same occurrence you referred to and who prove that Mr. Breit- that there wa_s any such fraud in the election there as they charge. 
schnh lied about it. Here is what Mr. Breitschuh said about it. I do not beheve there was any more there that day than was 
I have it and I will read from the minority report. It is on page usual in large cities. There were a few fights, a few little irreg-
182 of th~ record. He testifies as to an alleged outrage on the larities; perhaps some things happened that ought not to have 
clerk of that precinct. Breitschuh says there were 75 to 100 men happened, but noth~g :vhatever upon ~hich to found the jud~
in this gang, and this driver said that the wagon which hauled m~nt that 3,500 maJonty should be Wlped out, as proposed m 
them would not hold over 15 to 20, and the wagon was not always this case. 
full. • I believe this man was honestly and fairly elected, and he is 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Where is the statement of 75 or 100? entitled to keep his seat. I do not know whether the gentlemen 
:Mr. BOWIE. That is the number of the Williams gang on the other side who have not done me the honor to listen tome, 

mentioned by Breitschuh and who were alleged to be present at or even those who have, will vote as I shall' in this case; but I 
the time of the occill'rence related by that versatile witness about have no hesitation in saying that, in my humble juugment, I 
which so much is said in the majority report and to which the honestly and sincerely believe that James J. Butler was fairly 
gentleman from Iowa referred in his opening argument. elected to Congress from that district, and I believe he ought to; 

l 
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and if he gets his dues will, retain his seat. [Applause on thA 
Democratic side.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 

clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1225) 
granting an increase of pension to Clara W. McNair. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the H<;mse to the bill (S. 5506) granting an 
increase of pension to Clayton T. Van Houten. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5856) granting an in
crease of pensjon to Elizabeth A. Turner. 

Also, that the Senate had agr·eed to the report of the commit
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3320) granting an in
crease of pension to Adelaide G. Hatch. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 4450) confirming in the State of 
South Dakota title to a section of land heretofore granted to said 
State. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) in relation to 
monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N.Y., 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. : , 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur
rence of the House was requested: 

S. R. 123. Joint resolution for the relief of Naval Cadet Wil-
liam Victor Tomb, United States Navy; . 

S. R. 124. Joint resolution to provide for the · p1inting of the 
memorial address on the life and character of William McKinley, 
late President of the United States, by the Hon. John Hay, before 
the two Houses of Congr·ess; and 

S. R. 127. Joint resolution authorizing the loan of plans and 
drawings of park improvements of the District of Columbia. 

A further message from the Senate announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 5383) 
providing that the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial 
circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said 
court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on 
the first Monday in October in each year. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R.13172) to ratify.and .confirm an agreement with the Choc
taw and .Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other purposes. 

The message also annolmced that the Seriate had passed a bill 
of the following title (S. 3560): An act to amend an act entitled 
"An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon 
railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and con
tinuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, 
and for other purposes," approved March 2, 1893, and amended 
April1, 1896, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

ELECTION CONTEST-HORTON AGAINST BUTLER. 

Mt·. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield one hour to the 
gentleman from Missomi [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will suspend for a moment, 
the gentleman from Minnesota has a conference report. . 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer-
ence.report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed under the rule. 
[For conference report see Senate proceedings, page 7498.] 
The statement is as follows: 
The managers on the part of tbe House at the conference on the disagree

ing votes of the two House on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14019) making appropriations for the support of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year endirig June 30, 1903, submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon and 
recommended in the accompanying conference report on each of the Senate 
amendments, namely: . 

On N os.l, 2, 3, 4, and 5 r elating to the executive office: Increases the salary 
of the janitor from $1,000 to $1,200 and of the property clerk from $1,200 to 
$1,400, as proposed by the Senate, and strikes out the provision for an addi
tional clerk at $720. 

On No.6: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate to punish bribery 
in the District of Columbia. · 

On Nos. 7, 8, and 9, relating to the assessor's officA: Increases the salary of 
the assistant assessor from ·1,600 to $2,000 and of the clerk to the board of as
sistant assessors from $1,200 to "1,500, as· proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 10: Appropriates $5,500, as proposed by the Senate, for salaiies and 
expenses of the excise board. and requiJ.·es that all receipts from liquor 
licenses shall be paid into the Treasury. 

·. 

--
On No. 11: Strikes out the provision inserted by the House reviving the 

personal-tax law of 1877. 
• On Nos. 12, 13, and 14, relating to the collector's office: Provides for an as

sistant cashier at $1,400 and for two coupon clerks at $900 each, as proposed 
by the Senate. · 

On No.15: Authorlzestheemploymentof clerkson extra labor in the prep
aration of tax-sale certificates. 

On Nos. 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20, relating to the Auditor's Office: Increases the 
compensation of the chief clerk from $2,100 to $2,250 and of one clerk from 
1,400 to $1,600, as proposed by the Senate, and inserts _a provision defining 

the duties of the Auditor with reference to settling differences with the 
Treasury and requiring him to countersign all checks. 

On Nos. 21 and 22: Appropriates for a clerk at $900, as proposed -by the 
House, instead of at $1,000, as proposed by the Senate, in the office of the sealer 
of weights and measures. 

On Nos. 23, 24, and 25: Strikes out the increase in the salaries of the com
puting engineer and superintendent of sewers proposed by the Senata. 

On Nos. 26, 27, and 28, relatin~ to the department of insurance: Appropri
ates $600 for temporary clerk h1re and strikes out the provision proposed by 
the Senate for one clerk at $1,400 and one clerk at $1,200. · 

On Nos. 29 and 30: Appropriates $13,000, instead of $12,000, as proposed by 
the House, and $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for employees in the sur
veyor's office. 

On Nos. 31, 32, and 33: Appropriates S12,000, as proposed by the Senate, in
stead of $9,500, as proposed by the House, for binding aud miscellaneous 
expenses of the Free Public Library, and authorizes expenditures for rent. 

On No. 34: Appropriates $30,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 25,-
000, as proposed by the House, for contingent and miscellaneous expenses. 

On Nos. 35, 36, and 37: R estores to the bill the provision proposed by the 
House regulating the expenditures for horses and wagons. . 

On No. 38: Appropriates $540, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $240, as 
proposed by the House, for rent of office for the department of insurance. · 

On No. 39: Strikes out the appropriation of $4.80 proposed by the Senate 
for rent of office for superintendent of property. 

On No. 4.0: Appropriates $2,500, as proposed by the Sana te, for clerical serv-
ice, books, and equipments in the office of register of Wills. . 

On No. 4.1: Strikes out the appropriation of $5,000 proposed by the Senate 
for fireproof bookshelves in the office of the recorder of deeds. 

On No. 4.2: Strikes out the appropriation of $150 for glass for certain por
traits iu the District offices. 

On Nos. 43, 44, and 4.5: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $600 for 
enlargement of fireproof file case in the surveyor's office, $300 for photo
lithographing certain old maps, and $2,000 for resurvey of Beatty and Haw
kins's addition to Georgetown. 

On No. 46: Appropriates $145,000 instead of $140,000, as proposed by the 
House, and $150,000, as proposed by the Senate, for assessment and permit 
work. 

On Nos. 47, 46, 49, and 50: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $15
1
500 

for paving South Capitol street and Delawa1·e avenue, $15,400 for pavmg 
North Capitol sti·eet, and $6,400 for paving P street NW., and strikes out 
the appropriation of $14,600 proposed by the Senate for pavingS street NW. 

On No. 51: Reappropriates the unexpended b!tlance of the appropriation 
of 40,000 for opening alleys, and strikes oat the appropriation proposed by 
the Senat~ of an additional sum of $25,000 for said work. ; 

On Nos. 52,53, 54,55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, and 78, all relating to the construction of county roads and su
!:mrban streets, appropriates as proposed by the Senate for the following: 

Leroy place to Wyoming avenue, $8,000; 
Joliet street, $7,000; 
Providence street, Brookland, $5,500; 
Nebraska avenue, $2,500; ' 
Kenesaw avenue, $10,000; 
Eleventh street extended, $15,000; 
New Hampshire avenue, $13,500; 
Connecticut avenue extended, $10,000; 
Thirty:seventh street~nd other streets in Burleith subdi-vision, $3,000; 
Wyommg avenue, $4,;"AA.I; 
Mintwood place, $5,000; 
Decatur street, jll2,000; and 
Quincy street, $5,000; and strikes out the provisions proposed by the Senate 

for the following: 
R street, 6,500; 
Blagden avenue, $3,000; 
Reno road and Emerson street, $3,"000; 
Kramer street, $5,000; 
Pennsylvania avenue extended, $10,000; 
Erie street, $2,500; 
Rhode Island avenue, $25,000; 
Wisconsin avenue, $15,000; 
Concord street, Brookland, $2,000; 
Seventh street, Bunker Hill road, $5,000; 
Messmore street, $1,500; 
Fourteenth street, $40,600; and 
Kansas avenue, $2,000. 
On No. 79: Appr<_>priates $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Massa-

chusetts avenue bridge.. • .. 
On No. 80: Appropriates $65,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to 

the Aqueduct Bridge. 
On No. 81: ·Increases the limit of cost of the highway blidgo acro3s the 

Potomac River from $568,000 to $996,000, and extends the time for construction 
of the bridge from two to four years; authorizes contracts for constructing 
the bridge within, the limit of cost; requires the asphalt paving between rail
way tracks on jaid bridge to be maintained by street railway companies 
using the same, and grants to all street railway companies chartered or that 
may hereafter be chartered by Congress the r1ght to cross said bridge. 

On No. 82, Appropriates $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for survey of 
Anacostia River flats. · 

On Nos. 83, 84, 85, 86, and 87, r elating to sewers: Appropriates $52,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House, for com.. 
pleting the East Side intercepting sewer; $20,000, with right to contract up to 
$42,00), as proposed by the Senate, for constructing trunk sewer •to serve the 
western part of Georgetown; appropriates $50,000, instead of $250,000, as pro
posed by the Senate, for constructing in part the B street and N ew J ersey 
avenue trunk sewer, authorizes a contract for $200,000 additional work on 
said sewer, and strikes out the appropriation of $75,000 proposed by the Sen
ate for the Arizona avenue sewer. 

On No. 88: Appropriates $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, for fencing 
James Creek Canal. · 

On No. 89: Appropriates 00,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$2\)0,000, as proposed by the Senate, for sprlnkling, sweeping, and cleaning 
streets. 

On No. 90: Appropriates ·1,000 as proposed by the House, inste..'l.d of $5,000 
as proposed by the Senate, for cleamng snow and ice from cross-walks and 
gutters. 
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On Nos. 91 and 92: Makes the appropriation for the bathing beach availa.
ble from May 15, 1902. 

On No. 93: .Appropriates 14,000, instead of $12,000 as proposed by the House, 
and $15,000 as proposed by the Senate, for general supplies of the electrical 
department. 

On No. 94: .Appropriates $9,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of $8,!XX) 
as proposed by the House, for pladng under ground the wires of the electri
cal department. 

On Nos. 95 and 96: Strikes out the appropriation of $5,250 proposed by the 
Senate for ·a 4-dial 4-number manual transmitter for fire-alarm office, and 
makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

On Nos. 97 and 98: Appropriates $4,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $3,EOO as proposed by the House, for raising roof of building occupied by 
fire alarm headquarters. 

On Nos. 99, 100,_,101, 102,103,104, 105, 106l..}~:nd 107: Appropriates $200,000 as 
proposed by the i:jenate, instead of $185,wu as _p)'Oposed by the House, for 
street gaslighting; limits the price_ per lamp to $ttl as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of il8 as proposed by the House; requires the gas company to pay 
the expense of purchasing, erecting, and maintaining new lamp-posts, street 
designations, lanterns, and fixtures; authorizes the use of $15.,000 as proQOsed 
by the House, instead of $20,!XX) as_ proposed by the Senate, for Welsbach 
street lights of not less than 60 candlepower, at a cost of not exceeding $25 
per lamp as proposed by the House, instead of $30 as proposed by the Senate; 
and inserts a provision authorizing the gas company durin~ the fiscal year 
1003 to reduce from 25 candlepower to 23 candlepower illummating gas. 

On Nos. 108,109, and 110: Appropriates $76,000, instead of $66 €56 as proposed 
by the House and $85,000 as proposed by the Senate, for electric arc lighting; 
fiXes the price at $72 per annum as proposed by the House, instead of $85 as 
proposed by the Senate for each electric arc light. and inserts the provision 

Ef~}~~~~~l ;t?e~~~d~u~f~~~ ~~e~~~~~t ~1~~~'b~:ksFo!?~~ 
tric-l.i.ghting purposes. 

On No. 111: Strikes out the appropriation of 18,000 proposed by the Senate 
for preliminary surveys for additional conduit from Great Falls. 

On Nos. 112 and 113: .Approp.riaoos 600,000 as proposed by the House, in
stead of $1,200,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the filtration plant. 

On No. 114: Appropriates $67,240 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
S12,000 as proposed by the House, for fencing and other improvements around 
the Washington City Reservoir and shafts of the Washington .Aqueduct 
tunnel. 

On N o.115: .Appropriates $2,500 as 11roposed by the House, instead of $20,000 
as proposed by the Senate, for Rock Creek Park. 

On Nos. 116, 117, 118, 119,1.2Q,_ 121, 122, 123, 124., 125, 126,127, 128, 129, 100, 131, 
132,133, 134, L%, 138, 137~,138, 1~, 140, 141,142,143, 144, 145,14£, 147,148, 149,150, 
151, 152, 153,154, 15.5, ana 156, all relating to the public schools: Strikes out 
all of the increases in salaries proposed by the Senate on account of em
ployees of the school b<1ard and of school teachers, except that one head of 
department of En~lish in Manual Training School No. 1, at $1,300, is pro
vided for instead of one teacher, at $1.,000; appropriates for expenses of mght 
schools and for kindergarten instruction, as Jlroposed by the House instead 
of as proposed by the Senate; strikes out the appropriation of $5,500 pro
posed by the Senate for medical inspootors of schools; provides for a super
mtendent of janitors, · at 1,200, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates 
.,.55,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 60,000, as p1·oposed by the Sen
ate, for repairs of school buildings; appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for repair of heating apparatus in school buildings; strikes out the 
appropriation of $5,000 proposed by the Senat-e for grading, filling, _paving, 
drainin~. and inclosing school yards; appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the 
House instead of ~,000, as proposed by the Senate, for tools, etc., in connec
tion with instruction in manual training; appropriates $2,500 as proposed by 
the Senate, for pianos for school buildings; appropriates $52.500, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $45,000, as proposed by the House, for text-books and 
sphool supplies; provides for a business high school building, as proposed by 
the Senate, to cost not exceeding $175,000, and appropriates $77,500 for site and 
plans therefor; appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $25~ for a. new 
school building in Brookland, $7 000 for purchase of lot for vv estern High 
School, and $1\944 for additional pl;yground for Giddings School· and strikes 
out the folloWing appropriations proposed by the Senate: $15,006 for manual 
training school on School street, 26,000 for reconstructing Henry School, and 
S65,000 for a new school building in the second division. 

On Nos.157, 158, 159,160,161, and 162, all relating to the Metropolitan po
lice: Provides for 15 additional policemen instead of 35 as proposed by the 
Senate; appropriates $30,000 as yroposed by the Senate, instead of $25,000 as 
propo ed by the House, for contingent expenses; appropriaoos $30,000 as pro
posed by the Senate for a station house and stable in southeast Washington, 
and 600 for rent of a building in said precinct. . . 
~~~~~~~~~~mm~~~~m~ 

179, and 180, au relating to the nre department: Strikes out all of th-e increases 
· in compensation proposed by the Senate; appropriates $65,860, instead of 

60,000, as proposed by the House, and $71,480, as proposed by the Sellll.te, for 
miscellaneous objects, including repairs to engi.ne houses, apparatus, con
tingent expenses, and other objects; appropriates $15,750, &SJlroposed by the 
House, instead of 15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for purchase of new en
gines; strikes out the appropriation of $25,000 proposed by the Senate for a 
new engine house in the southwestern section; appropriates $22.,0001 as pro
posed by the Senate, for a. new truck house in the southeastern section, and 
authorizes the diversion of an unexpended balance of an appropriation for 
completing a stable on North Carolina avenue. 

On Nos.181, 1821 183,184,185,1£6,187,188,189,190,191, and 192, all relating to 
the health deparunent: Provides for an inspector and deputy health offi
cer at $1,800, instead of an inspector at $1,200; increases the compensation of 
the chemist from ·1.600 to $1,800; increases the compensation of the chief 
clerk and deputy health officer from $1,800 to ,200; provides for 2 additional 
sanitary and food inspectors at $900 each; strikes out the p.roJJosed increase 
in the salaries of 1 veterina1-y surgeon from 1,200 to $1,500 and of 6 sanitary 
and food inspectors from $900 to $1,200, and appropriates $1,000, instead of 
1,500, as proposed by the Senate, for traveling expenses of sanitary and food 

inspectors. 
On No .193,194, 199, and·200 transfers the salary of the deputy marshal 

from the force in the care of the court-house to the police-court paragraph. 
On Nos. 195 and 196: Appropriates for 10 justices of the peace at $2,000, as 

propo ed by' the House, mstead of at $2,400 each, as proposed by the Sellll.te. 
On Nos. 197 and 198: Strikes out the provision proposed by the House that 

fees should not be paid to the clerk of the supreme court by the District of 
ColumLia and fixes the compensation of the clerk of the supreme court of 
the District at 4,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of at 53,500, as pro
posed by the House. 

On No. 201: Appropriates for rnlary of the warden of the jail ~.000, as 
propo ed by the House, instead of $2,250, as p~·oposed by the S-enate. 

On Nos. 202, 203, and 204: Provjdes, as proposed by the Senate, for an addi
tional inspector at $720 and increases the amount for traveling expanses 
from $200 to 100 for the board of charities. 

On Nos. 205, 206,207 208, and 209: Appropriates $1,200, as proposed by·the 
Senate, instead of $1,000, as proposed by the House, for principal overseer at 

the Washington Asylum and stlikes out the other increases in ~!aries of 
employ_ees of that institution propo ed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 210 211,212,213,214, and 215: Strikes out the increases in compen
sation of employees at the Reform School for Girls proposed by the Senate 
and the appropriation of ~.000 for an additional building for that institution. 

On Nos. 216 and 217: Strikes -out the appropriation of $5@0 proposed by 
the Senate for plans for a new buildin~ for the Freedmen's .t1.ospital. 

On No. 218: Strikes out the approprmtion of $25,000 proposed by the Senate 
for reconstructing building for the National· Homeopathic Hosp1taL 

On No. 219: Appropriates 1,450 proposed by the Senate for protecting the 
Central Dispensary and Emergen-cy Hospital from fire. 

On Nos. 220,221, and 2'22: Appropriates 12,000 for the Hart Reform School, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 2'23: .Appropriates $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, for completing 
a building for the Industrial Home School. 

On No. 224: Appropriates for tho National Association for the Relief of 
Destitute Colored Women and Children without requiring a contract to-be 
made with the Board of Children's Guardians. 

On Nos. 225 and 220: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate with 
reference to the service of Government employees in the National Guard of 
the District of Columbia. 

On No. 227': Strikes out the appropriation proposed by the Senate requir
in~ a reduction of 10 pe.r cent of appropriations made by the bill under cer
tai.n conditions. 

On Nos. 228 and 229: Strikes out the increase in the sa.lary of the clerk in 
the water department from $1,400 to $1600, proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 230: Restores section 2 of tbe House bill, and inserts as section 3 a 
provision authorizing advances out of the General Treasury to meet any 
deficiency in the revenues of the District of Columbiadw·ing the fiscal year 
1 

o"n Nos. 231, 232, and 233: Inserts sections 4, 5, and 6 of the bill, as J?roposed 
y the Senate, with reference to the taxation of real estate and proVIding for 

· taxation of personal property; both of which sections are quoted literally in 
the accompanying conference report, which is printed in the RECORD. 

On No. 234: Makes necessary change in the numbering of a section. 
The bill as finally agreed m>on a..vpropriates $8,547,528.97, being $650,316 more 

than a it passed the House, $1,3!6,.847 less than as it passed the Senate, 
45,257.03 more than the law for the current fiscal year, and $2,219,9711ess than 

the estimates of the Commissioners. 
J. T. McCLEARY, 
J. G. CANNON, 
M. E. BENTON, 

Managers on the pa,rt of the House. 

CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS. 

Mr. CURTIS submitted the following conference report, with 
the accompanying statement of the House conferees, to be printed 
in the RECORD and lie over, under the rule: 

The committee of conference on the disa~·eeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill {H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do r ecommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate rec-ede from its amendment numbered 16. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the. amendments of the 

Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 19, 20, and 21; and ag1·ee to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the Ro:ISe recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter p1·oposed to be stl'icken out by 
said amendment and add at the end thereof the followin~: 

•• Such citizenship court shall also have like appellate Jurisdiction and au
thority over judgments rendered by such courts under the said act denying 
claims to citiZenship or to enrollment as citizens in either of said na..t.1ons. 
Such appeals shall betaken within the time hereinbeforesp~cifiedandshall be 
taken, conducted, and disposed of in the same manner as appeals by the said 
nations, save that notice of appeals by citizenship claimants shall be served 
upon the chief executive -officer of both nations: Provided~ That paragraphs 
31, 32, and 33 hereof shall go into effect immediately after the passage of this 
a<--t by Congress." 

.And the Senate agree to the same. 

.Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment insert the following: "and such intermarried white persons 
as may have married recognized citizens of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
nations in accordance with the tribal laws, customs, and us..<t.ges on or before 
the date of the passage of this ~t by Congress;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

.Amendment num bared 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12 and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: .At the end of said amendment add the following: 
", all of said Mississippi Choctaws so enrolled by said Commission shall be 
upon a separate roll;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the Hous-e recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter intended to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: "in good faith continuously resided;" an.jl 
the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter intended to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: "continuous, bona fide;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the ma.toor proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insru.-t the following: 'Provided, That occu-pants or purchasers 
of lots in town sites in said Choctaw and Chickasaw nations upon which no 
improvements have been made prior to the pas..."'8.ge of this act by Congress 
shall pay the full appraised value of said lots instead of the percentage 
named in the Atoka agreement;" and the Sen..<tte agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1 : That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follow · Restore the matter intended to be stricken out by 
said amendment and add at the end thereof the following: "Pl·ovided, however, 
That nothing contained in this section shall be construed or held to commit 
the Government of the United States to any expenditm·e of money upon said 
lands or the improvements the·reof, except as provided herein, it being the 
intention o! this provision that in the future the lands and improvements 
herein mentioned shall be conveyed by: the United States to such Territorial 

.. 
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or Stat1 organization as may exist at the time when such conveyance is 
made;" and the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment number ed 22: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Seua.te numbered 2'2, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Omit the word "SEc." before each J;>aragraph 
number wherever it occurs and number the paragraphs consecutively; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

The statement is as follows: 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
JOHN F. LACEY. 
JOHN S. LITTLE, 

Manage:rs on tlte part of the House. 
WM. M. STEW ART, 
0. H. PLATT, 
JAMES K. JONES, 

Managet·s on the part of the Senate. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference of the disagi·ee
ing vot s of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other purposes, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the fact of the action agreed upon and recom
mended in the accompanying conference report: 

The House managel"S recede from the disagreement to the Senate amend
ments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, -13, 19, 20, and 21, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 10, 11, 12, 20, and 21 are simply changes of 
phraseology. 

Amendment No. 9 changes the word ''person," so as to Ina.ke the provision 
apply to the Mississippi Choctaw Indians, whether of full or of mixed blood, 
and tpus makes the provision more defimte ann certain. 

Amendment No. 19 extends the time for the calling of a special election to 
ratify the agreement on the part of the Choctaws and Chickasaws from ninety 
days to one hundred and twenty days. The Senate recedes from amendment 
No. 16. 

From amendments Nos. 14 and 15 the House recedes, with an amendment, 
thus restoring the House provisions and changing the wor~ of thesection.s~ 
so as to require that the MississippiChoctawsslul.ll in good fru.thhaveresidea 
upon the lands in the Choctaw Nation for a period of three years in order to 
establish their rights in said nation. 

The House recedes from amendment N o.l3, which is an amendment strik
ing out the House provision makin~; an appropriation of $15,000 to remove 
the Mis3issippi Choctaws from MisslSsippi to the Indian Territory. 

The House recedes fro:m amendment No.6, with an amendment which 
gives those persons whose application.s have been rejected by the court the 
same right to appeal that is given the nation in cases decided against them. 

The House recedes from its amendment No.17, withanamendnientwhich 
simply reg_uires those ;persons who may hereafter make improvements upon 
town landS in the Indian Territory to pay the full appraised value, and the 
section thus amended permits persons who have heretofore made improve
ments upon town lots under the Atoka agreement pay simply the price pro
vided for in said agreement. This amendment fully protects the interests of 
those people who have gone to the Indian Territory and expended their 
money in good faith in building up towns. 

The House recedes from its ~agreement to amendment No. 18, with an 
amendment which declares the purpose of Con~ress in regard to the Sul
ff:~~K~~~ referred to in said section, which lS not to perina.nently hold 

The House recedes from its disagreement to amendment No.7, with an 
amendment which limits the time for the admission of intermarried whites 
to the rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes to date with the passage of 
this act by Congress. 

CHARLES CURTIS. 
JOHN F. LACEY. 
JOHN S. LITTLE. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. F"OSS submitted the following conference report, with the 
accompanying statement of the House conferees, to be printed in 
the RECORD and lie over, under the rule: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two H~tuses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.14&6) making appropria
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend ana do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That! the Senate recede from its amendrilents numbered 1, 7, 13, 46, 47, 52, 
56, 57, 58, 64, 77, 92, and 93. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 9, 25, 26, 88, and 89, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: • 

"That the appointment of six: additional civil engineers is hereby author
ized, three to be appointed during the present calendar year, and the other 
three in the calendar year of 1903." 

And the Senate agree to the same. · 
Amendments numbered 37,381 3l), and 40: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment;a of the Senate numbered 37, 38, 39, and 40 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended 
paragraph (being lines 18, 19, 20, and 21, on page 33 of the bill) and of the 
amendments insert the following: . 

"Navy:Y-ard, Charleston, S.C.: Stone and concrete drydock(towardcom
pletion), ~0,000: Provided, That the amount authorized in the act of June 
7,1900, to be expended for the purchase of a site for a naval station at or in 
the vicinity of Charleston, S. C., from the appropriation for a new naval sta
tion and a dock be increased from $100,000 to $106,000, and $6,000 are hereby 
appropriated; office building for the co:mmandant, $3-3,000; quarters for the 
commandant, ·12,000; quarters for civil engineer, 7,500; landing and wharves, 
$50,000; grading and drainage, 10,000; workshop (to cost $80,000), $50,000; store
house and storekeeper's office, $50,000; equipment building (to cost 125,000), 
$62,500; machine shop for steam en~eering (to cost $174,000), SBO,OOO; foun
dry and copper shop for steam engrneering (to cost $ll8,000), $60,000; power 
house (to cost $50,000), $25,000; workshop for ordnance, $40,300; ship fitters' 
shop, with mold loft and furnace shed, for construction and repair (to cost 
$200,000), $50,0CO; power house and fuel storage for construction and repair 
(to cost $80,000), $35,000; machine shop for construction and repair (to cost 
$120,000), $40,000; joiner shop for c,onstruction and repair (to cost $120,000), 
$00,000; foundry for construction and repair (to cost $75,000), $20,000; in all, 
navy-yard, Charleston, ~913,300. 

"In all cases where buildings and structures are provided for in this act 

and where appropriation.s in full are not made for the same, authority is 
hereby given to the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to enter into 
contracts for the entire construction of such buildings and structures, within 
the li:mit of cost as fi:x:ed in. this act." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
· Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert the following: 
' $1,649,325;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the Ina.tter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

"That in addition to the number of naval constructors and assistant naval 
constructors now authorized, the appointment of six: assistant naval con
structors is hereby authorized, two to be appointed during the present cal
endar year, and the remaining four in the calendar year of 1903." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inEerted by said amendment in
sert the following: 

"That, until the year 1914, in addition to the naval cadets now authorized 
by law (the title having been changed by this act to midshipmen), the Presi
dent shall appoint five midshipmen, and there shall be appointed from the 
States at large, upon the recommendation of Senators, two midshipmen for 
each State." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
On amendment numbered 91 the committee of conference have been un

able to agree. 
GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 

Managen on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 
The Ina.nagers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree

ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14016) making apJ>ropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the ·action agreed upon and recom
mended in the accompanying conference report on each of the amendments 
of the Senate, viz: · 

On No.1: Strikes out the increase in the amount of appropriation for pay 
of the Navy, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 7 and 13: Places the provision "Ina.intenance of colliers" under 
the Bureau of Navigation. ' 

On No. 9: Reappropriates the unexpended balances remaining in the 
Treasury June 30, 1902, from the appropriation for" Ordnance and ordnance 
stores," 1900, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for expenditure in the 
fulfillment of contracts heretofore made and properly chargeable to such 
appropriation. 

On No 24: Provides that the corps of ci vii engineers shall be increased by 
six: civil engineers, three to be appointed the present calendar year and three 
the followin~ year. 

On Nos. 25 and 26: Appropriates $500 for making an examination concern
in~; the furnishing water supply of Portsmouth Navy-Yard, and an appro
pnation of $200,000 toward the removal of Hendersons Point, near said navy-
yard. . 

On Nos. 37, 38, 39, and 40: Appropriates $663,300 additional for the develop
ment of the navy-yard at Charleston, S. C., as more fully appears in confer
ence report above. 

On No. 43: Increases the totals in appropriations for public works by tho 
amounts agreed to in conference, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 46: Strikes out the appropriation of 100,000 for the construction of 
a building for Bureau of Equipment at Pensacola N avy-Y ara, proposed by the 
Senate. 

On No. 47: Strikes out the increase in the appropriation for public works, 
Bureau of Ordnance, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 52: Strikes out the provision for an increase in the corps of sur-

g~~No. 56: Strikes out appropriation of $2,000 for one bookkeeper and one 
clerk at Pensacola Navy-Yard, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 57: Strikes out the increase in total appropriations for civil estab
lishment, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 58: Strikes out provision for increase m the P.ay Corps, as proposed 
by the Senate. . 

On No. 61: Provides that the corps of naval con.structors shall be increased 
by 6 naval constructors; two to be appointed the present calendar year and 
4 the following year. · 

On No. 64: Strikes out the appropriation of $200,000 for an experimental 
station and testing labo1·atory at Annapolis, proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 76. Increases the corps of midshipmen by providing that until the 
year 19H, in addition to the naval cadets now authorized by law (the title 
ha vin&" been changed by this act to midshipmen), the President shall appoint 
five nndshipmen, and there shall be appointed from the States at large, upon 
the recommendation of Senators, two midshipmen for each State. 

On No. 77: Strikes out the provision authorizing all examinations for ad
mission to the Naval Academy to be held at Annapolis, as provided by the 
Senate. 

On No. 88: Appropriates $1,500 for improvements at the Marine Barracks, 
navy-yard, Boston, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 89: Changes the amount of total appropriations for public works in 
accordance with the above. 

On No. 92: Strikesouttheprovisionfor five more Holland submarine boats, 
as provided by the Senate. 

On No. 93: Strikes out the provision for the testing and purchasing of sub
marine boats other than that of the Holland type. 
am~~=ttee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 

On No. 91, as to "increase of the Navy" and the method of construction 
of new ships authorized, whether they shall be built by contract or some in 
the Government navy-yards, or the whole subject be left within the discre
tion of the Secretary-of the Navy. 

• GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 

Managers on the pat·t of the House. 
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ELECTION CONTEST-HORTON AGAINST BUTLER. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in the spring of 1901 I wired 
the governor of Misssouri from Republican headquarters at St. 
Louis: "This city is in the hands of a ballot-box stuffing mob," 
and then went on to say that he would be held responsible, etc. 
This relates to the spring election, an exact duplicate of the fall 
election of 1900. Let me say right here that the citizens of st: 
Louis, not to speak of the Republicans at all, have no more con
trol over their own elections than they have over the affairs of 
Afghanistan, for the r eason that the governor of the State, under 
remocratic law, appoints the election board, and is thus placed 
in almost absolute control, by a cunningly devised machinery, of 
all our elections. 

Hence the governor's responsibility, to which I have just re
ferred. I was prompted to send that message to the governor on 
the morning of the day of election by reports coming to headquar 
ters from half a dozen wards in the central portion of the city 
that bands of Democratic repeaters were being driven in wagon 
loads from one polling place to the other, and were voting again 
and again by means of slips furnished them by some one on the 
inside. These reports proved to be true, although at that time 
we had no idea of the extent of the crimes which were being com
mitted against the ballot. There were a number of hot-headed 
young fellows at Republican headquarters who in wrathful indig
nation demanded that fraud be met by force. We succeeded in 
pacifying them by sending the dispatch I just referred to and by 
pointing to the courts as our remedy. How bitterly we were dis
appointed in this is now a matter of history. 

The reply from Jefferson City was that the governor was not at 
home, and when we appealed to the courts we were told by the 
tribunal of. last resort, the State supreme court, that the ballot 
boxes could not be opened, because the secrecy of the ballot must 
not be interfered with. This decision. effectually nailing up the 
ballot boxes, was handed down just in time to prevent the frauds 
and criminal secrets of the ballot boxes from being revealed. It 
gladdened the hearts, if they .have any, of the perpetrators of 
these election outrages, but it filled with righteous indignation 
every honest man who loves his country and believes in the polit
ical rights guaranteed by its institutions. 

As an American citizen I believe there is a redress under our 
political skies for every wrong. Therefore I appear before the 
bar of public opinion, and, on behalf of an outraged constituency, 
which in this instance is a vast majority of the people of Mis
souri, confidently lay our case before this House and the country. 
It is our last recourse. All other means of redress being denied 
us, we propose to arouse the public conscience by laying the facts 
before the highest authority, and then this fall we shall appeal to 
that authority, the people themselves, for a verdict upo1;1 that 
issue alone. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. From what publication or document has the 
gentleman been reading? . 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I decline to answer such a question. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 

one question? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will, with pleasure. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It is stated as an historical fact-I should 

like to have your statement in regard to it-that the Republican 
party in the State of J\.fissouri gave Mr. McKinley 48 per cent of 
the popular vote of that State at the election of 1900. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, between 47 and 48 per cent. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It is further reported that the present 

apportionment law adopted by a Democratic legislature 1s so 
arranged that the Republicans will have 1 representative out of 
16. Is that correct? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The districts are so gerrymandered that 
it is the intention of the Democrats to take 15 and graciously 
yield us 1. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all I wanted to know. 
Mr. BOWIE. I would like the gentleman from Ohio to answer 

me a question. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 
Mr. BOWIE. Does tJle gentleman think that that has any-

thing to do with this case? . 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 
Mr. BOWIE. How? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. As raising a presumption, at least, that a 

similar policy has been followed in other matters. 
Mr. BOWIE. Then you think that because the Democrats 

may have done something they ought not to have done, you ought 
to go to work and do the same? 

Mr. GROSYENOR. Oh, no; the only object is to show how 
your party is influenced in other thing. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I prefer 
not to be interrupted. I intend to present my argument logically, 
and I believe that any question which gentlemen may feel in
clined to ask will be answered in the course of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair will protect the gentleman from 
interruption. · 

Mr. BAR THOLDT. Mr. Speaker, St. Louis is a Republican city 
by a large majority. ~ 1896 McKinley carried it by 15,000. 
Then came the Nesbit law, and the Republican majorities went 
glimmering. They had disappeared as if by magic. The same 
as the contestee in the case now under discussion, there are many 
Democrats now holding offices in St. Louis to which they have no 
title. At two succeeding elections every Republican candidate 
was slaughtered by the infamous methods which I have just de
scribed. But when we instituted contests and proceeded to prove 
that the incumbents were not legally elected, a partisan supreme 
court stopped us on the way to the ballot boxes and told us in as 
many words that, no matter how much evidence of fraud they 
may contain, these boxes must not be opened because the secrecy 
of the ballot would thus be violated. 

This ended the contests, of course. We had exhaus~ed our 
efforts. to vindicate justice and the sanctity of the franchise. There 
was general indignation among the people who still cherish these 
things-treasures without which our republican form of govern
ment would be but an empty word-but they were scoffed at and _ 
derided on account of their very impotence. There remained one . 
consolation, the fact that Congress could pass upon the election . 
in the Twelfth district. Hundreds of public-spirited citizens came 
immediately to the front, offering their mites for the institution . 
of a contest, and even if I attempted to describe it I could give 
you but a faint idea of the sacrifices made and the sum total of 
time, energy, and money expended to unearth the frauds and 
gather the evidence in this case. 

In this connection let me ask the question: Is there another State 
in this great Union of ours where the only method by which elec
tion frauds may be detected is prohibited? There is none. Mis
souri alone enjoys that unenviable distinction. And do you not 
agree with me, Mr. Speaker, that there ought to be a change; 
that this alone should be the strongest possible inducement to the 
voters to oust theparty which is responsible for such a humiliating 
condition? And if you will bear with me, I will show you that it 
is not partisanship which dictates these sentiments. . 

The demand for honest elections is certainly not a partisan de
mand. If it were, the party opposing it would never see daylight 
again. It would be an insult to the honest Democrats of Missouri 
to assume that they would less vigorously denounce and repudi
ate election·frauds than the honest Republicans do. There may 
be a difference in the intensity of feeling, and there may be those 
who are disinclined to accept proof of fraud and corruption against 

·their own party, but if a party once stands convicted of fraud, by 
positive and incontrovertible evidence, and the knowledge of it· 
becomes public property, then that party's doom is sealed. 

The reason is that the American people are instinctively for 
fair play, and this instinct is much stronger than partisanship. 
Moreover, no true American will stand idly by while the foun
tainheads of popular government are being poisoned. He will 
protest and will make common cause with anybody or any party 
to protect his priceless heritage. Upon this, Mr. Speaker , are· 
fotmded our hopes in Missouri. [Applause on the Republican 
side] ,. 

I said " positive and incontrovertible evidence of fraud and 
corruption." This has been adduced in bulk in the Horton
Butler contest now under discussion. It fills three thick volumes. · 

Nothing-that I can say could add to the force of the indictment 
contained in the majority report of the committee. That report 
is a masterly array, in a nutshell, of all the intricacies of the 
case, and for it the honorable chairman of the committee, the dis
tinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] is entitled to the 
highest commendation. His conscientious labors and those of his 
able coworke1·s on the committee are nowhere more appreciated 
I assure them, than in St. Louis and Missouri. 

If partisanship instead of a sense of exact justice h ad actuated 
them they would have r eported in favor of seating the R epublican 
contestant. We should have been glad if they had reached such 
a conclusion, but we accept their decision that no valid election 
was held in the Twelfth district , as the just verdict of an 1m biased, 
fair-minded jury. I ha-ve not the time to go into details, nor shall 
I rehash the facts and at·guments which have already been so ably 
and well presented by the gentlemen who preceded me. But for 
a better understanding of the case it is necessary that I call atten
tion to some of the more glaring features of that election, or of 
what is dignified by that name. 

In 1898 the total R epublican and Democratic vote in the dis
trict was 28,299. In 19_00 it was 40,655, an increase of 12,346 in 
two years, while in the adjoining district, which I have the 
honor to represent and which has a much larger population, the 
increase was but 9,000 votes. This plainly shows the padding of 
the vote, but the fraud will become still more apparent when 
you compare the relative increase in the party vote. While in 
the Butler district the Democratic increase was over 9,000, 
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namely, 9,115,-as against a Republican increase of but 3,241; in 
my district the increase in the vote of the two parties was almost 
exactly the same-about 4,500. And the same is true in the other 
adjoining district, the one so ably represented by my colleague, 
Mr. JoY. There, too, the corresponding increase in the R epub
lican and Democratic vote is about even, namely, 7,700 in one 
case and 7,300 in the other. Why this discrepancy? Mr. Joy 
was elected by 2,600 plurality in 1898 and by 2,700 in 1900. 
I was ·elected by 6,500 plurality in 1898 and by 6,400 in 1900. 
These are the two adjoining districts. But in the Butler district 
the Republican plurality of 2,300 was completely wiped out and 
a Democratic plurality of 3,553 returned, a difference of nearly 
6,000 votes! It is claimed that there were certain causes militat
ing against the Republican ticket; but if this were true , surely 
the same causes would have operated in all districts alike, be
cause all three are in the city of St. Louis. 

This, however, is not the case, as I have already shown. To 
explain the abnormal Democratic increase in the Twelfth distpct 
the claim is set up in the minority report that many Republicans 
voted for the Democratic candidate because they did not like 
their own. The figures do not bear out this assertion. In 1898 
Major P earce, an exceptionally popular candidate, received 15,310 
votes in this district, while in 1900 Mr. Horton received 18,551, a 
healthy and natural increase due to the Presidential election. 
The fact is that whatever losses contestant may have suffered on 
personal grounds were more than made up by gains caused by 
Democratic objections to contestee. Thus the abnormal increase 
in the Democratic vote remains unexplained except on the theory 
that gigantic frauds were perpetrated. 

Circumstantial evidence, you say? Yes; but hundreds of citi
zens have seen these frauds perpetrat.ed with their own eyes. 
They have seen the repeaters as they were driven in wagonloads 
from· polling place to polling place; they have seen them enter; 

· they have seen the doors closed behind them, and they have seen 
them emerge after their nefarious work was done. In many 
places they saw how the Republican challengers and judges and 
clerks were ejected, and they saw how all this was done under 
the very eyes, with ·the connivance of and in some cases tmder 
the protection of the police . . 

This is not circumstantial eYidence, but what I have just re
cited are stubborn facts which the minority of the committee by 
no amount of sophistry can · explain away. There were about 
seventy-five to a hundred of · those repeaters or " Indiaru," as 
they are called in slander of our aborigines. On election day 
they were. divided in smaller bands, and, each under the leader
ship of a chief, sent out to do the work for which they had been 
hired. The preparations for these election crimes had been so 
openly and boldly carried on that weeks in advance the Repub
lican leaders were fully advised of the plans of the Democratic 
bosses. · _ 

We knew that the registration lists had been padded with thou
sands of fraudulent names, and that each one of those names was 
to be voted. They were registered inlargenumbersfromstat>les, 
saloons, coal yards, bawdy houses, and vacant lots. From the 
stables of the Excelsior Hauling Company-an enterprise con
trolled by Edward Butler, contestee's father-97 men were regis
tered, though it is a notorious fact that not more than two or 
three men usually live there. To what extent fraudulent regis
tration has been carried on was shown later when 19,000 names 
were dropped from the voters' lists. _ 

We were advised, I repeat it, of every detail of the scheme to 
steal the election, but under the circumstances the Republicans 
were well-nigh helpless. ·The election machinery and the police 
organization were completely under the domination of the Demo-_ 
cratic party. Should .the Republicans resort to force to prevent 
the perpetration of the frauds? Fortunately, calmer councils pre
vailed, and as the only alternative left this plan was finally agreed 
upon: That r egistered ·letters be addressed to those suspected of 
false registration, and wan-ants be issued against all the persons 
who could not thus be found. 

These warrants were to be placed in the hands of deputy sheriffs 
to be specially appointed for that pm·pose. It was an honest and 
perfectly legal plan t o prevent crime. Of course but a small per
centage of the 1,500 r egistered letters which were sent out could 
be delivered, but when the deputy sheriffs on the morning of the 
election presented themselves at the polls with their warrants, 
they were t old by the police to move on. A State law, which pro
vides that no electioneering shall be permitted within 100 feet of 
the polls, was enforced by the police even against the officers of 
the law, in which capacity the deputy sheriffs undoubtedly a-cted. 

Under these circumstances no arrests could be made, because a 
fraudulent voter could be identified only when inside of the poll 
he would announce his alleged name. Had the presence of a 
deputy sheriff been permitted, he would have immediately arrested 

- his. - man,~_and probably the whole conspiracy would have_ been 
nipped in the bud. It .was for this reason that, as a result of a 

dark-lantern conference at the Southern Hotel, orders were issued 
to the police to keep the deputy 'sheriffs away from the polls. 
These orders were caiTied out to the letter.at each polling place. 
Thus the last obstacle to the boldly arranged orgies of fraud was 
swept away and a new chapter was added to the election history 
of fair St. Louis which brings the blush of shame and indignation 
to the cheek of every good citizen, irrespective of party affiliation. 

Do not imagine, as evidently the conspirators did, that the pub
lic conscience of St. Louis was dead or paralyzed. On the con
trary, never in my life did I see it more thoroughly aroused. 
Every avenue of lawful redress being closed, there was wild talk 
of violence in every precinct of the district and city. 

"Yes, there's a limit to the despot's power ! 
When the oppressed looks round in vain for justice, 
When his sore burden may no more be borne, 
With fearless heart he makes appeal to Heaven, 
And thence brings down his everlasting rights, 
Which there abide, inalienably his, 
And indestruc tible as are the stars," etc . 

In these words of the poet can best be described what was upper
most in the minds of the people. Riots and bloodshed were for
tunately averted, as I said befor~, but for this the Democratic 
bosses can claim no part of the credit. In view of the wrongs 
and outrages committed against the Republicans at that election, 
how absurd and ridiculous is the assertion made in the-minority 
report that. the Democratic leaders had met at the Southern 
Hotel ''to discuss and consider''-I follow the language of the 
report-·" what rights the Democratic party had left in St. LouiS) 
if any." 

It reminds me of the wolf in the fable who accuses the lamb 
of muddying the water, though the wolf was standing upstream 
and the lamb way down. It is adding insult to injury. It is like 
accusing a man of assault and battery who lies flat on his back, tied 
hand and foot. The rights and pdvileges which the Republicans 
of St. Louis enjoyed in the management of campaigns, insignifi
cant as they always had been, were taken away from them by 

. the Nesbit law, an instrument specially designed for_ that purpose. 
Let me tell you something about that law. It is as neat apiece · 

of partisan legislation as has ever been brought to the notice of 
this House or the country. It applies to St. Louis alone. The 
reason for this is that the great metropolis of the Mississippi Val
ley, abreast with the best sentiment of the country, had dared to 
give McKinley 15,000 majority, while most of the rural districts 
of Missouri had rolled up their old-time' Democratic majorities . . 
This was bitter, so the bosses went to the legislature and asked 
that St. Louis be made Democratic by law. · 

Troubled by their consciences and afraid of' public opinion, ' 
some of the Democratic members balked, but they were finally 
whipped into line. The Nesbit law was passed, and it was a great 
moment~ because from the birth of N esbitism dates the decadence 
of the Missouri Democracy. It was giving notice to all the people 
of the State that Democratic majorities are no longer the natural 
expressions of public opinion, but must henceforth be manufac
tured by artificial devices. You see? But what are the provisions 
of the law? 

Well, the governor appoints three election commissioners, not 
four, as in some Republican States, sothattwomightbeappointed 
for each party; oh, no; only three-two Democrats and oneRe
publican, and the Republican, too, is one of his own choosing. 
No matter how gqod a man the representative of the minority 
party may be, you know that a pair always beats ace high. That 
is the secret of the law. The rest is easy. · The commissioners 
have complete charge of the registration, locate the polling places, 
and appoint the judges and clerks of election. 

It is true that the Republican judges and clerks shall be recom
mended by the city central committee of that party, the same as 
the Democratic election officials, but there is no provision to pre
vent the commissioners frolJl arbitTarily substituting other names 
for those~ recommended by the party committees. Wholesale · 
substitutions of this kind were made in the Twelfth district. 
According to the law these substitutes should have been Repub
licans, but what party they really belonged to was shoWn. when 
the ballots were examined. Fifty-four of these alleged R epublic
ans voted the Democratic ticket outright, three scratched Horton, 
and three voted for the thh·d pa,rty candidate. 

Here we have the reason, too, why the election law of .1895, the 
passage of which had been forced through the legislature by pub
lic opinion and a Republican lower house, was supplanted by the 
partisan measure I am just discussing. It is because under the 
old law Republican judges and clerks were sm·e to be appointerl. 
Why, this gave the Republicans an equal chance at the polls, 
therefore would never dol Under these circumstances do you 
blame the Republicans of St. Louis for looking to Congress for 
relief, for urging you first, that the fraudulent results,of such 
election methods be not recognized, and second, that the United 
States Government throw such safeguar¢\.s around Congi:essional 
elections as to render a 1·epetition of such outrages impossible? 

• 
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Permit me to quote the expressions of the recent State conven- l\{r. TAYLER of Ohio. I will do so. 
tion of th~ Republicans of 1\f'lSsouri on this question. ·I insert The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House Senate 
them here: amendments to ·House joint resolution No.6. 

The Tnn.damental doctrines of an honest ballot and a fa.ir count compal The amendments to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) in rela-
the earnest attention and demand the unselfish support of e-very elector of tion to a monumentto prisol"l:-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brook-
the'State, irrespective of former political a:fllliations, because at present, by 1 N y a- d on tio of Mr MoOT VT T A 1\T virtueofunfairandpa.rtisanJaws pa ed bytheDemocra.tic iegislature and :~yn, · ., were rea 'an ' mo n · · ~·,con-
signed by a Democratic govez:nor, in the three great commercial centet:s, curred in. 
namely,.m St. Louis, Kansas C1ty, and St. J ose"P.h, the whole matter of regiS- On motion of 1\{r. McCLELLAN, a motion to reconsider the 
b·a.tion of all vot-ers-and the conduct of 'all elections for local as well as Sta-te vote by which the amendments·were concurred in was laid on the officers is in the exclusive power of .boards selected by the governor, without table. 
the consent of the local authorities or their :people, and without such safe-
guards-as will insure a fair expression of-the voters' will. ENROLLED :BILLS SIGNED. 

The partisan and. infamous admi:n:istration of the Nesbit law fot: St. Louis 
in two elections has opera ted so successf'Ully as to return the electiOn of can- Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
didates who received a minority of the votes oast1.and their title to offic!'l ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and was validated by ·a decision of a supreme court to ~ effect that the consti-
tutional provisions-authorizing election contests was no longer applicable to joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
protect the honesty of the ballot in "that community. . . the same~ 

we declaretlui.tin violation ofthesefrinciples of self.,government and m H R 3519 An t tin · f · t J 1m contravention of the letter and.spirit o the constitution, .in order to keep in · · · ac grarr g an mcrease 0 pensiOn 0 0 
power politicians ~ithout sanction of a majority of the -y-oter~, numerous Marble; 
laws fromtimetotimehavebeenenactedbytheDemocraticleg:islatureand H. J. Res.103. Joint resolution relati-ve to the disposition of 
sustained b:Y. dec:isioDB of the ~up:reme court w.hic.h ves~ in the.go.verno:r the patent specification and dr.awing in the western district of Pennsole authonty to appoint varw~~ boards and officers 'Yl.th unlimited. power 
over the local affairs and mumc:Ipal re-y-ennes of the cities of St. LoUlS, ~~n- sylvania; 
sas City, and St. Joseph, --without the vmce or consent of the local authorities H. R. 11019. An :act directing the See1·etary of the "Treasury to 
or $:de~~~~atall cities and towns in the State should be self-go.verned, bestow medals ·upon. First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. 
with full authority to select and control their 1oca1 ooards and officers, levy Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the 
ana collect all taxes and charges for local purposes and distribute them as Revenue-Cutter Service; 
they please and be alone responsible for the local administraticm, unham- H. R. 12097. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws in re-pered and unrestrained by the legislation of the State, and to-this -end we "- d 
pledge our support 'to-such necessary amendments to the .constitution as can gard to store.K.eeper.s ail gaugers; 
not lie nullified and construed away by our supreme court. H. R. 9308. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

The platform .adopted by the Congressional conventio!l which P. Johnson; 
1·ecently honored .me with a. renomination contains the following_ H. R. 10964. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
plank, to wit: M. Beebe; 

we denounce the Demoomticparty of this Stateforthepassage ofiniqui H. R. 2978. An act for the relief of Joseph H. Penny, John W. 
tous election and-police laws, enacted -to yrevej.lt-a fair expr-ession of the will Penn-y, Thomas Penny, and Harvey Penny, BTirviving partners 
of the people, and we invite all good citiZens, in·espective of party, to join of Penny & :Sons; ' · 
with us for the purpose of oorrectin~ t~ cry~g evil and of reesta.blishin~ H. R. 8327 An act to .amend an act entitled ''An act for the · a ~·epublica.n form of government m :Missouri, such as will guarantee an 
honest electionand a .fair count. The efforts of our Representatives in Con- protection of th-e lives of miners in the Territories;'' 
gress in behalf of a Federal election law have our hearty approval. H. R. 6005. An act granting a pension to James A. Chalfant; 

HAnd we invite all good citizens, irre~ctive of party, to join H. R. 14247. An act to authorize the Charleston, Suburban 
with us for the purpose of Teestablishing a 1·epublican form of and Summerville Railway Company to construct and maintain 
governmentin::Missouri." ThismeansthatwbattheConstitution two bridges across Ashley River, in the State of South Carolina; 
of the United States guarantees to every State does not now exist H. R. 12056. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
in Mis ouri. A rather broad assertion, is it ·not? And yet it is C. Plummer; 
literally true! Does the .man, I ask you, who comes to the polling H. R. 10806. An act granting a -pension to .Jacob Findley; 
place and finds that his name has already been voted enjoy are- H. lt. 9187. An act granting an increase of pen-sion to Camline 
publican form of government? A. Hamm-ond; 

Or does the community enjoy it in whlch-one :party, by means H. R. 13598. An act granting a pension to John J. Souther-
of a -partisan State law, turns a minority into a majority? Or land; 
where repeaters are employed to stifle the popular will? I ask the H. R. 13123. An act making appro-priations for sundry civil ex
constitutionallawyers on tbe other side ·of the House. They will penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 190.3, 
also be interested to learn of a decision of our State supreme-.com't and for other purposes; · 
to the effect that a repeater shall go scot free if he-votes a ficti- H. R. 14182. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
tious name fraudulently placed on the registration lists. How B. Lynch; 
will you Teconcile such a decision with public morals and consti- H. R. 12804. An act making appropriations for the support of 
tutional guaranties? Is there a spot in the wide world where the the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; 
judiciary has stooped so low in order to gain a partisan advantage H. R. 2641. An act for the Telief of Albion M. Christie; 
or to save a follower of its party from the penitentiary? H. R. 6570. An act to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authoriz-

'The minority say in their report that the House of Representa- ing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make 
tives has no -right to annul or set aside the laws of a sovereign allowance for internal-1·evenue stamps; and 
State, and this, by the way, is th-e only defense they wisely attempt H. R. 3110. An act to provide for the construction of a canal 
of the Nesbit law and its fraudulentTesults, if it is a defense at connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 
all. That as ertion is true, of course. They might have gone / The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
further and denied the right of Congress to question a decision joint resolutions of the following titles: 
of the Missouri -state 'Supreme court. Certainly there is nO' ·s. R. 111. Joint resolution limiting the gratuitous distribution 
such power vested in this body, and no one claims there is. The of the Woodsman's Handbook to the Senate, the House of Rep
majority of the committee do not base rtheir findings ·u-pon the resentatives, and the Department of Agriculture; 
State law, but upon tbe facts. S. R 103. Joint resolution providing for the inding and dis:. 

They do not ·propose to ann til the election because of .a partisan tribution of public documents held in the custody of the Supel'
law which makes fraud possible, but hecause of tbe frauds which intendent of Documents, unbound, upon orders of Senators, 
were actually -committed under it. · Incidentally, though pro-p- Representatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such 
erly, they call attention to that iniquitous law and to the Demo- c1ocuments are not called for within two yeaTs after -printing; 
cratic methods of its enforcement. We may have no right here S. 4450. An act confil'Ining in the State of South Dalrota title 
to change State ],aws and decisions, destructive though they are to section of land heretofore granted to said State; · · 
of the people s rights and liberties, but we have the right to cry S. 5434. An act to authorize the city of Little Falls, Minn., to 
out against the wrongs inflicted upon us, -and in asking redress, construct a wagon and foot bridge across the Mississippi River 
incidentally t ell the country how Democratic victories in Mis ouri within the limits of said city; and 
are to be accounted for. Thej may not permit our votes to be S. 4776. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
counted at home, but ·they can not gag us here. [Applause.] the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio (before the !remarks of Mr. BARTHOLDT Central Railway or its successors. 
were concluded). Will the gentleman yield for a motion to ad- ENROLLED BILLS PRESE:NTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE U -ITED 
journ? . . STA.TES. 

1\Ir. BARTHOLDT. Yes, s1r; as the hour 1s late., I -prefer to Mr WACHTER n· th Co ·tt E . ll d Bill . 
conclude in the morning. . · ' om e ~1 ee on mo ~ s, Ie-

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis omi reserves the por~ed that they ha?- presented ~ day to the _."fTeSI~ent of the 
balance of his time · Umted States for his approval bills of the followmg titles: 

· H. R.1456. An act granting a pension to William G. Miller; 
MO:NUMENT TO PRISON-SHIP MARTYRS. H. R. 14208. An act .granting an increase of pension to Alexan-

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] der Murdock; 
, will withhold the motion to adjo~n for a moment- H. R. 14206. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Moore; 
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H. R. 1404.2. An act granting an increase of perurion to George 

W. Edgington; 
H. R. 14656. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

A. Scott; 
H. R. 4170. An act granting an increase of pensio~ to Henry P. 

Macloon; 
H. R. 8769 . .An act for the relief of S. J. Bayard Schindel; 
H . R. 8108. An act for the relief of John Hornick; 
H. R. 6031. An act authorizing the payment of part of the 

pension of Ira Steward to Adell A1lgusta Steward; 
H. R. 6009. An act granting a pension to Absolum Maynard; 

. H. R. 621. An act for the relief of Daniel Cherry; 
H. R. 14802. An act for the purchase of real estate for revenue 

and customs purposes at Wilmington, N. C.; 
H. R. 2066. An act to change the terms of the district court for 

the eastern district of Pennsylvania; 
H. R. 8840. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

Lanchly; 
H. R. 2063. An a.ct amending an act creating the middle district 

of Pennsylvania; 
H. R. 10178. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Thomas; 
H. R. 6871. An act granting an incr·ease of pension to Harman 

Scramlin; 
H. R. 3323. An a~t granting a p~nsion to Daniel L. Mallicoat; 

-H. R. 5315. A'Il act granting an increase of pension to On-in J. 
Wells; · 

H. R. 3500. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 0. 
Phillips; 

H. R. 10933. An act to provide for the erection at Fredericks
bm·g, Va., of the monument to the memory of Gen. Hugh Mer
cer, which was ordered by Congress on the 8th day of Apxil, 1777, 
should be erected; 

H. R. 12507. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebe
nezer W. Oakley; 

H. R. 12299. An act granting a pension to William C. Roberts; 
H. R. 12648. An act to establisharegulartermof United States 

district conrt in Roanoke City, Va., and for other purposes; 
H. R. 12284. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Shaw; . 
H. R. 14691. An act to authorize the construction of a pontoon 

bridge across the Missouri River, in the connty of Cass, in the 
State of Nebraska, and in the county of 'Mills, in the 'State of 
Iowa; 

H. R. 141-11. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
acros.s the Tennessee River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Har-
t'iman Sonthern Railroad Company: . 

H. R. 14221. An act granting an increase of pension-to Nancy 
J. McArthur; . 

H. R. 12800. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Whitbeck; 

H. R. 455€L An act to amend an act entitled "An act to supple
ment existing laws relating to the dispqsition of lands," etc., ap
proved March 3, 1901; 

.H. R. 13650. An act to ·Correct the military record ·of James M. 
Olmstead; 

H. R. 10279. An act to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey; 
H. R. 12205. An act to provide .for circuit and district courts of 

the United States at Valdosta, Ga.; and 
. H. R. 13676. An act making appropriations for the support of 

the Military Academy for . the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other pnrp.oses. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clauSe 2 of Rule XXIV, billB and joint resolutions of the 
Senate of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table 
and refen-ed to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 124. Joint resolution to pTovide for the printing of the 
memorial address on the life and character of William McKinley, 
late President of the United States, by the Hon. John Hay, befOl'e 
the two Houses of Congress-to the Committee on Printing. 

S. R. 127. Joint resolution authorizing the loan of plans and 
drawings of park improvements of the District of Columbia-to 
the Committee on the Library. 
· S. R. 123. Joint resolution for the relief of Naval Cadet Wil

liam Victor Tomb, United States Navy-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
· By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, for fi:ve days, on account of im
portant business. 

To Mr. THOM.A.S of North Carolina, for five days., on account of 
important business. 

MILITIA.. 

Mr. DICK. I .ask una.nimou.s .consent that immediately after 
the pending election .case is disposed of, "the bill {H. R. 11654) to 

promote the efficiency of the Army, be taken up in'the Honse and 
be a continning order until disposed of, not to interfere with con
ference reports or motions to suspend the rules. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not understand that 
this request is made with the concurrence of the minority of the 
committee, and for the present I shall have to object. 

Mr. DICK. I will say to the gentleman' that the proposition 
has the unanimous concun-ence of the minority members of the 
committee. The report is nnanimously signed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest to the gentleman 
to withhold this matter until to-morrow morning. We can not 
get through the election case until 2 m 3 o'clock to-morrow, 
and there will be ample time meanwhile to confer with the minor
ity of the committee. If they assent, I shall make no objection. 

Mr. DICK. Very well. · . 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I renew the motion to adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accOl'dingly (at 5 o'clock and 15 

minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu

nication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred, as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- . 
mitting a copy of the finding~ filed by the court in the case or 
Philip M. Buckey, administrator of estate of Philip J. Buckey 
against The United States-to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF CO:M:MITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and refen-ed to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 6119) to authorize the Pensacola, Alabama and Tennessee 
Railway Company to erect, maintain, and operate a railway 
bridge across th€ .A_4tbama River,.in Wilcox Connty, in the State 
of Alabama, report€d the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2705); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

I\lr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 
15270) to amend an act entitled "An act authorizing the Aransas 
Harbor Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across 
the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings 
ship channel, in Aransas County, Tex.," reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2706)' ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 6070) to anthorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis
souri River, at a point to be selected, within 5 miles north of the 
Kaw River, in Wyandotte County, State of Kansas, and Clay 
County, State of Missouri, and to make-the same a post ronte, re
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2707); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
whi-ch was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 215) regnlating the 
duties and fixing -the compensation of the customs inspectors at 
the port of New York, l'eporled the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2708); which said bill and report 
were refen-ed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia, reported the bill of the House (H. R. 15289) to regulate 
the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, and analogous products in 
the District of Columbia, to regulate interstate traffic in said 
articles, and for -other purposes, as a Sllbstitute in lieu of H. R. 
13392, accompanied by a report (No. 2713); which said bill and re
port were referred to th-e Honse Cal-endar. 

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Comm:ittee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15006) to amend 
an act entitled "An act to amend the statute in relation to the 
immediate transportation {)f dutiable goods, and for other pur
poses," approved June 10, 1888, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2714); which said bill and . 
report were refen-ed te the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union~ 

_Mr.. DICK, from the Committee ·Dn Military Affairs, to which 
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was l'eferred bill of the Senate (S. 4426) to authorize the Sec
retary of War to loan arms to the institutions having companies 
of the Boys' Brigade connected therewith, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2715); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, fl'om the same committee, to which was referred the 
billoftheHouse (H. R. 14379) for the erection of a memorial build
ing or monument at Fort Recovery, Ohio, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2718); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. . 

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3791) to provide suitable 
medals for the officers· and crew of the United States vessel of 
war Kearsarge, reported the same without amendment, accompa
nied by a report (No. 2721); which said bill and report were re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, from theCommitteeon Labor, 
to which was· referred the bill of the House (H: R. 15157) to 
authorize the appointment of boards of investigation and arbitra
tion and to define their powers and.duties, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2722); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

United States to appear and practice in all the district and circuit 
courts of the United States-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 320) relating to the consideration of 
H. J. Res. 198-to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 321) referring House 
bills Nos. 2744, 2747, 3801, 3918, 3920, 4780, 4781, 6973, 7260. 7262T 
7550, and 8222 to the Court of Claims-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 15290) granting an in
crease of pension to John T. Collins-to the Committee on In"va
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15291) granting 
a pension to Patrick W. O'Donnell-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R.15292) granting a pension 
to Harry Hirschensohn-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 15293) for the 
relief of Joseph Flewhart-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 15295) granting an increase of pen
sion to John Ford Smith-to the Committee on Invalid Pimsions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 15296) to remove the charge 
of desertion and correct the military record of Isaac B. Goforth
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15297) to correct the 
· RESOLUTIONS. military record of-William Vickory-to the Committee on Mill-

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII; private bills and resolutions of the tary Affairs. . 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- Also, a bill (H. R. 15298) for the relief of C. A. Berry-to 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole the Committee on Claims. -
House, as follows: By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15299) granting an 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which increase of pension to Henrietta V. West-to the Committee on 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8132) to remove the Invalid Pensions. 
record of dishonorable dismissal from the military record of John By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 15300) granting a pension 
Finn, alias Flynn, reported the same without amendment, a-ccom- to Delania Preston, widow of William G. Preston-to the Com-
-panied by a rHport (No. 2709); which said bill and report were I mittee on Pensions. · 
referred to the Private Calendar. - By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 15301) for 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the the relief of W. P. Lane, administrator of W. K. Lane-to the 
bill of the Senate (S. 661) authorizing the restoration of the name Committee on War Claims. 
of 'rhomas H. Carpenter, late captain, Seventeenth United States By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 15302) to remove 
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be the charge of desertion against 'Charles H. Vogt--to the Commit
placed on the list of retired officers, reported the same without tee on Military Affairs. 
amendment, accompanied by_ a report (No. 2716); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on -Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. ·R. 917) for the relief of 
Henry Cook, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2717); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4083) for the relief of Surg. 
John F. Bransford, United States Navy, reported-the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2719)'; ·which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3317) authorizing the President to appoint 
Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the rank of com
mander, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2720); which said bill and 1·eport were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. PEARRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 15286) to revise, 
equalize, :fi.x, and adjust special assessments levied for street ex
tension benefits in the District of Columbia-to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15287) to amend 
an act relating to the removal of timber and stone from the In
dian Territory-to the Committee on Indian AffaiTs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 15288) relating to proofs in home
stead and other claims to public lands and punishing false swear
ing therein, and for other purposes-to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia: A bill (H. R. 15289) to regulate the sale of viruses, 
serums, toxins, and analogous products in the District of Colum
bia, to regulate interstate traffic in said· articles. and for other 
purposes, as a substitute for H. R. 13392-to the House Calendar. 

By M.r. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 15294) authorizing attor 
n·eys and cotinselors daly admitted to the Supreme Court of the 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: ·Resolutions of the Israelite Alliance of Amer

ica in relation to the attitude of the Russian Governn1ent toward 
American citizellil attempting to enter its territory-to the Com
mittee on Foreign AffaiTs .. 

By Mr. BALL of Delaware: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 11531, for the relief of Georgiana McNott-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill7967, granting a pension 
to Robert Kelly-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 10982, granting an in
crease of pension to John T. Lungren-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bili 9978, granting a p ension 
to Columbus Robey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Tryon-to the Committee on Inva
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance 
of America relating to the discrimination against the Jews by 

· the Russian Government-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, protest of American Committee on Human Rights and 

Justice. of Philadelphia, Pa., against alleged injustice to Catho
lics in the Philippines-to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. DICK: Petition of Mrs. E. S. Sherer and 728 other citi
zens of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, and vicinity, for an amendment to 
the Constitution preventing polygamous marriages-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Order of Railway Telegraphers, Ashtabula 
Division, No. 36; Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Lake Shore . 
Lodge, No. 84, and Team Drivers' Union, all of Ashtabula Ohio; 
Journeymen Stonecutters' Union and Retail Clerks' Union, both 
of Akron, Ohio, favoring the restriction of immigration of cheap 
labor from the south and east of Europe-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of East Plymouth Grange, No. 1548, Patrons of 
Husbandry, East Plymouth. Ohio, opposing the oranch banking 
bill-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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Also, petition of Journeymen Stonecutters' Union, No. 4, of 

Akron, Ohio, urging the use of the Cleveland sandstone in the 
Federal building to be erected in Cleveland, OhiO-to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. • 

Also, petition of Taplin, Rice & Co., Akron, Ohio, urging the 
policy of protection to American industries in reciprocity conces
sions-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. W. Watrous and 5 others of Ashtabula, 
Ohio, favming House bill5286, providing for the classification of 
the salaries of po.st-office clerks-to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the First National Bank of Warren, Ohio, for 
the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on bank capital and sur
plus-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of saloon and hotel keepers of Conneaut, Ohio, in 
favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on dis
tilled spirits-to the Committee on Ways and :Means. 

Also, petition of James E. Shallenberger, of Piqua, Ohio, in re
lation to House bill to retire officers in the Regular Army-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. · 

Also, resolutions of Eadie Post, No. 37, of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the construction of war 
ships in the United States navy-yards-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Hod Carriers' Union No. 8773, of Akron, 
Ohio, in regard to employees in navy-yards-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the same union for the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By :Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of a meeting of citizens of New 
York, in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government to
ward American citizens entering its territory-to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. . 

By :Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of America, 
relating to the discrimination against the Jews by the Russian 
Government-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

. By Mr. FOERDERER: Resolution of I sraelite Alliance of 
'America, of New York City, approving the action taken by the 
House of Representatives as to the attitude of the Russian Gov
ernment toward American citizens of Jewish birth attempting to 
enter its territory-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, protest of American Committee on Human Rights and 
Justice, of Philadelphia, Pa. , against alleged injustice to Catho
lics in the-Philippines-to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Protest of the Wine, Liquor, and Beer 
Dealers' Association of the State of New York, against the pas
sage of House bill14019, increasing the liquor license in the Dis
trict of Golumbia-tothe Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of West End Woman's Republican Associa
tion; United Garment Workers of America, and Electrical Work
ers' Union No.3, of New York, in favor of the proposed increase 
of pay of letter carriers-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the Israelit~ Alliance of 
America in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government 
toward American citizens attempting to enter its territory-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. · 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of retail druggists of Peoria, ill., in 
favor of House bill178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Engineers and Firemen's Union 
of Jersey City, N.J., for increase of pay of letter carriers-to the 
Committee on thePost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to Henrietta V. West-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of America 
asking relief from Russian hostile action against the Jews-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of Amer
ica in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government toward 
American citizens attempting to enter its territory-to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 15261 
granting an increase of pension to Louis Lowry-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Paper to accompany House bill 
to correct the military record of Charles H. Vogt-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, r esolution of the Louisiana Bar Association in opposition 
to the adoption of Senate bill 5383, requiring the United States 
circuit court of appeals for the fifth circuit to hold a session in 
Atlanta-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON: Petition of retail druggists of Chattanooga, 
Tenn. in favor of House bill178, for the reduction of the tax on 
alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of citizens of Montgomery County, 

Md., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the 
tax on distilled spirits-to the Committee on Wrtys and Means. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of 
America approving the action of the House in relation to the re
ligious discrimination against American citizens by Russia-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affaiis. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Israelite Alliance of Amer
ica, urging the United States Government to take steps to secure 
from Russia a removal of the discrimination against · citizens on 
account of religion-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an inc1tease of pension to Robert D. Davis-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Brother
hood of Locomotive Engineers No. 333, St. Paul, Minn., against 
the substitute for the Hoar anti-injunction bill-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. · 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
war claim of W. P. Lane-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of America, 
relating to the discrimination against the Jews by the Russian 
Government-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill13843, grant
ing an increase of pension to 0. D. Heald-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. · 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 28, 1902. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings, when, on request of Mr. BERRY, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour
nal will stand approved. 

THOMAS WILKINSON. 

Mr. BERRY. Yesterday evening, at the request of one of my 
colleagues in the House, I called up a pension bill. I gave by 
mistake the wrong number to the clerks, and a bill was passed 
not intended by me to be considered. I know nothing about the 
merits of the bill, and I do not know whether the beneficiary de
sires that the bill shall be passed at this session or not. 

Therefore I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill was 
ordered to a thh·d reading and passed, and ask that it be placed 
upon the Calendar. It is the bill (H. R. 5453) granting an in
crease of pension to Thomas Wilkinson. 

Mr. PETTUS. I will inquire what the bill is about. 
Mr. BERRY. It is a pension bill, and there was a mistake in 

the number. I know nothing about the bill. I do not know 
whether it is a meritorious bill or not. I do not know whether 
the beneficiary of the bill desires to have it passed at this session, 
for the reason that it is thought by many that bills passed now 
can not be signed. I do not wish to be responsible for the pas
sage of a bill that I know nothing about, and I therefore move to 
reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third read
ing and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the votes by which the bill (H. R. 5453) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wilkinson was read 
the thh·d time and finally passed may be reconsidered. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The Chair understands that 
the bill has not been sent to the House. 

CONSIDER.A.TION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER .. In connection with the subject the Sen
ator from Arkansas has alluded to, I will state that I have been 
importuned by some Senators and a great many members of the 
House to have the P ension Calendar cleared. I have said to them 
all that I felt very sure that if we passed the bills now on the 
Calendar they would fail of approval. For that reason I have 
not taken action in that direction. I make the public statement 
so that members of both Houses may understand the reason why 
the bills are allowed to remain on the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. It was because the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions had made that statement to me that I preferred to 
have t}).e bill reconsidered, because I did not wish to have a bill 
passed where the beneficiary might not desire it. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeincr votes of the two Houses 

on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15108) making appropria- · 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 190"~, and for prior years, and for other purposes, having met., after 
full and free conference have agreed to r ecommend and do reco=end to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 6, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
27, 28, 33, 36, 37, 71, 7 4, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 84, 95, and 96. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmepts of tho 
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